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APPENDIX A  
RECOMMENDED NOISE BARRIER LOCATIONS 

This Appendix provides plan sheets for the recommended noise barrier locations for the 
Preferred Alternative.   
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Figure A-1: Project Vicinity Map Showing General Location of the Recommended Noise 
Barriers.   
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Figure A-2: Noise Barrier #1 Evaluated at Receptor Location R2 (Las Colinas RV Park) in Casa Grande.    
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Figure A-3: Noise Barrier #2 Evaluated at Receptor Locations R4 (Residences along W. Lee Street) and R5 
(Desert Valley RV Park) in Eloy.  
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Figure A-4: Noise Barrier #3 Evaluated at Receptor Location R15 (Picacho Peak RV Resort) in Picacho.  
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Figure A-5: Noise Barrier #4 Evaluated at Receptor Location R18 (Estes Elementary School) in Marana.
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SUMMARY OF CULTURAL RESOURCES 

 

 



 

Pre-Draft Environmental Assessment September 2010 
I-10 Corridor Study: Jct I-8 to Tangerine Road,  B-2  
Casa Grande – Tucson Highway 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 
 
 



 

Pre-Draft Environmental Assessment September 2010 
I-10 Corridor Study: Jct I-8 to Tangerine Road,  B-3  
Casa Grande – Tucson Highway 

Table B-1.  Archaeological Sites 
 

No. Designation Type 
Eligibility Status, 

Criterion1 
Jurisdiction 

1 
Baron's HQ 
AZ AA:2:64 (ASM) 

Historic structures 
(destroyed) 

Requires testing 
ADOT, 
private/municipal 

2 AZ AA:2:139 (ASM) Historic artifact scatter 
Determined not 
eligible 

ADOT 

3 AZ AA:2:107 (ASM) Historic artifact scatter Determined eligible, D ADOT 

4 AZ AA:2:140 (ASM) 
Prehistoric artifact 
scatter 

Determined eligible, D ADOT 

5 AZ AA:2:225 (ASM) Historic artifact scatter 
Recommended not 
eligible 

Private/municipal 

6 AZ AA:2:226 (ASM) 
Prehistoric artifact 
scatter 

Recommended not 
eligible 

Private/municipal 

7 AZ AA:2:229 (ASM) Historic artifact scatter Determined not eligible 
ADOT, 
private/municipal 

8 AZ AA:2:141 (ASM) 
Prehistoric artifact 
scatter 

Determined eligible, D 
ADOT, 
private/municipal 

9 AZ AA:2:142 (ASM) 
Prehistoric artifact 
scatter 

Determined eligible, D 
ADOT, 
private/municipal 

10 AZ AA:2:77 (ASM) 
Historic features and 
artifact scatter 

Undetermined 
Reclamation? 
(private/municipal) 

11 AZ AA:2:76 (ASM) 
Prehistoric artifact 
scatter 

Undetermined 
Reclamation? 
(private/municipal) 

12 AZ AA:7:464 (ASM) 
Multicomponent 
artifact scatter 

Recommended eligible, D Private/municipal 

13 
Picacho Station 
AZ AA:7:465 (ASM) 

Historic railroad 
complex (destroyed) 
and artifact scatter 

Undetermined Private/municipal 

14 

Picacho Pass Skirmish 
Site - includes 
segments of the 
Butterfield Overland 
Trail, AZ T:14:61 
[ASM], the possible site 
of an Overland Mail 
Station, and site AZ 
AA:7:502, which may 
be associated with the 
station 

Historic Civil War 
battlefield site, trail 
segments, the 
possible site of a 
stage station, and a 
historic artifact scatter 

Listed, A ASLD 

15 AZ AA:7:511(ASM) 
Prehistoric features 
and multicomponent 
artifact scatter 

Determined eligible, D ADOT, ASP 

16 AZ AA:7:504 (ASM) 
Historic features and 
artifact scatter 

Determined not 
eligible 

ASLD, 
private/municipal 

17 AZ AA:7:523 (ASM) Historic artifact scatter 
Determined not 
eligible 

ADOT 

(continued on next page)
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Table B-1 (continued).  Archaeological Sites 
 

No. Designation Type 
Eligibility Status, 

Criterion1 
Jurisdiction 

18 
Ostrich Ranch Site AZ 
AA:7:6/536 (ASM) 

Multicomponent 
artifact scatter with 
buried hearths 

Determined eligible, D 
ADOT, ASLD, 
private/municipal 

19 
Aguirre Cattle Co 
Headquarters 
AZ AA:7:620(ASM) 

Historic ranch 
(destroyed) 

Determined not 
eligible 

ADOT, 
private/municipal 

20 
Red Rock Town Site 
AZ AA:7:621 (ASM) 

Historic town site 
(destroyed) 

Determined eligible, D 
ADOT, 
private/municipal 

21 
Red Rock Station 
AZ AA:7:462 (ASM) 

Historic features 
(destroyed) and 
artifact scatter 

Determined not eligible 
ADOT, 
private/municipal 

22 AZ AA:7:492 (ASM) 
Prehistoric artifact 
scatter 

Determined eligible, D 
ADOT, 
private/municipal 

23 AZ AA:12:872 (ASM) 
Prehistoric artifact 
scatter 

Determined eligible, D ADOT 

24 AZ AA:12:898 (ASM) 
Prehistoric artifact 
scatter 

Determined eligible, D ADOT 

25 AZ AA:12:741 (ASM) 
Multicomponent 
artifact scatter 

Determined eligible, D 
ADOT, 
private/municipal 

26 AZ AA:12:896 (ASM) 
Multicomponent 
artifact scatter 

Determined eligible, D 
ADOT, 
private/municipal 

27 AZ AA:12:683 (ASM) 
Multicomponent 
artifact scatter 

Determined eligible, D 
ADOT, 
private/municipal 

28 
Anderson Clayton 
Marana Gin AZ 
AA:12:970 (ASM) 

Cotton gin (destroyed) Undetermined Private/municipal 

29 
Marana Siding 
AZ AA:12:742 (ASM) 

Historic features 
(destroyed) and 
artifacts 

Determined not eligible 
ADOT, 
Private/Municipal 

30 
The Adonis Site 
AZ AA:12:382 (ASM) 

Prehistoric artifact 
scatter 

Determined eligible, D 
ADOT, 
private/municipal 

1 Criterion A associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our history 
Criterion B associated with the lives of persons significant in our past 
Criterion C embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction or that represents the 
work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a significant distinguishable entity whose 
components may lack individual distinction 
Criterion D has yielded, or may likely yield, information important in prehistory or history (36 CFR Part 60.4) 
ADOT = Arizona Department of Transportation 
ASM = Arizona State Museum 
ASLD = Arizona State Land Department 
ASP = Arizona State Parks 
SCIP = San Carlos Irrigation Project 
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Table B-2.  Linear Structures 
 
No. Designation Type Eligibility Status Jurisdiction 
1 Casa Grande Canal 

AZ AA:3:209 (ASM) 
In-use irrigation canal Determined eligible, A 

and C 
ADOT, SCIP 

2 Florence-Casa Grande 
Extension Canal 
AZ AA:2:133 (ASM) 

In-use irrigation canal Determined eligible, A 
and C 

ADOT, SCIP 

3 Historic SR 84 
AZ AA:2:118 (ASM) 

Historic state highway 
system component 

Determined eligible D, 
contributing 

ADOT, ASLD, 
private/municipal 

4 Southern Pacific Railroad 
Main Line 
AZ Z:2:40 (ASM) 

Transcontinental 
railroad 

Determined eligible, A ADOT, Union 
Pacific Railroad, 
private/municipal 

5 Eleven Mile Road 
AZ AA:2:175 (ASM) 

Historic road Determined not eligible Private/municipal 

6 Sunshine Boulevard 
AZ AA:2:176 (ASM) 

Historic road Determined not eligible ADOT, 
private/municipal 

7 Southern Pacific Railroad 
Phoenix Branch 
AZ T:10:84 (ASM) 

Railroad branch Determined eligible, A Union Pacific 
Railroad, 
private/municipal 

8 El Paso Natural Gas 
(EPNG) Pipeline 1007 
AZ AA:12:875 (ASM) 

Natural gas pipeline Determined eligible, A 
and C 

ADOT, ASLD, 
ASP 
private/municipal 

9 EPNG Lateral 
AZ AA:7:506 (ASM) 

Natural gas pipeline Determined eligible, A 
and C 

ADOT, ASLD 

10 AS Railroad 
AZ AA:10:19 (ASM) 

Railroad spur Determined non-
contributing 

ADOT, 
private/municipal 

11 Maricopa-Saguaro 
Transmission Line 
AZ AA:1:95 (ASM) 

Power line Determined not eligible ADOT, ASLD, 
private/municipal 

12 Marana Airfield Road 
AZ AA:7:503 (ASM) 

Historic road Determined not eligible ADOT, ASLD 

13 Marana Airfield Railroad 
Spur (no ASM designation) 

Railroad spur Determined eligible, D ADOT, ASLD 

14 Cortaro Farms Canal 
AZ AA:12:870 (ASM) 

In-use and abandoned 
segments of irrigation 
canal 

Determined eligible, D ADOT, 
private/municipal 

ADOT = Arizona Department of Transportation 
ASM = Arizona State Museum 
ASLD = Arizona State Land Department 
ASP = Arizona State Parks 
SCIP = San Carlos Irrigation Project 
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Table B-3.  Historic Bridges 
No. Structure Name/Number Date Eligibility Status 

1 Old SR 84 EB Picacho Overpass 
No. 00090 

1932 Recommended not eligible 

2 Old SR 84 WB Picacho Overpass 
No. 01048 

1959 Recommended not eligible 

3 I-10 Ramp Structure No. 06340  1963 Recommended not eligible  
4 I-10 Structure No. 05480  1963 Determined not eligible  
5 I-10 Structure No. 05482  1963 Determined not eligible  
6 I-10 Structure No. 05484  1963 Determined not eligible  
7 Battaglia Road Underpass No. 00943  1963 Determined not eligible  
8 I-10 Picacho Peak Overpass No. 00573  1960 Determined not eligible  
9 I-10 Picacho Peak Overpass No. 00572  1960 Determined not eligible  

10 I-10 Structure No. 05486  1954 Determined not eligible  
11 I-10 Structure No. 05488  1954 Determined not eligible  
12 I-10 Structure No. 05490  1954 Determined not eligible  
13 I-10 Structure No. 05492  1950 Determined not eligible  
14 I-10 Structure No. 05494  1954 Determined not eligible  
15 I-10 Structure No. 05496  1954 Determined not eligible  
16 I-10 Structure No. 05498  1954 Determined not eligible  
17 I-10 Structure No. 05500  1954 Determined not eligible  
18 I-10 Structure No. 05504  1954 Determined not eligible  
19 Red Rock Underpass No. 00592  1959 Determined not eligible  
20 I-10 Structure No. 05506  1954 Determined not eligible  
21 I-10 Structure No. 05508  1954 Determined not eligible  
22 I-10 Structure No. 05510  1954 Determined not eligible  

23 I-10 Structure No. 05512  1954 Determined not eligible  
24 I-10 Structure No. 05514  1954 Determined not eligible  
25 I-10 Structure No. 05516  1954 Determined not eligible  
26 I-10 Structure No. 05518  1954 Determined not eligible  
27 I-10 Structure No. 05520  1954 Determined not eligible  
28 I-10 Structure No. 05522  1954 Determined not eligible  
29 Pinal Air Park Underpass No. 00771  1964 Determined not eligible  
30 I-10 Structure No. 05525  1963 Determined not eligible  
31 I-10 Structure No. 05524  1963 Determined not eligible  
32 I-10 Structure No. 06064  1950 Determined not eligible  
33 I-10 Structure No. 06065  1931 Determined not eligible  
34 I-10 Structure No. 06066  1931 Determined not eligible  
35 I-10 Structure No. 05526  1951 Determined not eligible  
36 I-10 Structure No. 05528  1951 Determined not eligible  
37 I-10 Structure No. 06067  1931 Determined not eligible  
38 I-10 Structure No. 06068  1963 Determined not eligible  
39 I-10 Structure No. 06069  1963 Determined not eligible  
40 I-10 Marana Overpass No. 00773  1963 Determined not eligible  
41 I-10 Marana Overpass No. 00774  1963 Determined not eligible  
42 I-10 Structure No. 05530  1951 Determined not eligible  

   (continued on next page) 
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Table B-3 (continued).  Historic Bridges 
 

No. Structure Name/Number Date Eligibility Status 
43 I-10 Structure No. 06053  1931 Determined not eligible  
44 I-10 Structure No. 05532  1951 Determined not eligible  
45 I-10 Structure No. 06044  1931 Determined not eligible  
46 I-10 Structure No. 05534  1951 Determined not eligible  
47 I-10 Structure No. 06054  1931 Determined not eligible  
48 I-10 Structure No. 05536  1951 Determined not eligible  
49 I-10 Structure No. 06055  1931 Determined not eligible  
50 I-10 Structure No. 05538  1963 Determined not eligible  
51 I-10 Structure No. 06041  1931 Determined not eligible  
52 I-10 Structure No. 05540  1951 Determined not eligible  
53 I-10 Structure No. 06056  1931 Determined not eligible  

WB = westbound 
EB = eastbound 
 

 
 

Table B-4.  Historic Buildings, Districts, and Landscapes 
 

No. Name Type Eligibility Status Jurisdiction 

1 
Eloy, Picacho, Red 
Rock, and Marana 
Agricultural Fields 

Rural historic (agricultural) 
landscapes 

Determined not 
eligible 

Private/municipal 

2 Two Houses at 
Sunshine Boulevard 

Historic buildings 
Determined not 

eligible 
Private/municipal 

3 Pecan Orchards 
Rural historic (agricultural) 

landscape 
Determined not 

eligible 
Private/municipal 

4 Picacho Town District Historic district 
Determined not 

eligible 
Private/municipal 

5 Red Rock District Historic district 
Determined not 

eligible 
Private/municipal 

6 
Red Rock Station 

House 
Historic building 

Determined not 
eligible 

Private/municipal 

 



 

Pre-Draft Environmental Assessment September 2010 
I-10 Corridor Study: Jct I-8 to Tangerine Road,  B-8  
Casa Grande – Tucson Highway 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 
 
 



 

Draft Environmental Assessment September 2010 
I-10 Corridor Study: Jct I-8 to Tangerine Road,  C-1  
Casa Grande – Tucson Highway 

APPENDIX C  
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Final Programmatic Agreement
I-10 Corridor Improvement Project

PROGRAMMATIC AGREEMENT

AMONG

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT OF MARICOPA COUNTY
US BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

US BUREAU OF RECLAMATION
THE CITY OF PHOENIX

THE CITY OF TEMPE
THE CITY OF CHANDLER

THE TOWN OF GUADALUPE
THE SALT RIVER PROJECT

THE SALT RIVER PIMA-MARICOPA INDIAN COMMUNITY
THE GILA RIVER INDIAN COMMUNITY

THE HOPI TRIBE
THE FORT MCDOWELL YAVAPAI NATION

ARIZONA STATE MUSEUM

REGARDING THE REGARDING THE I-10 CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
PROJECT NO. NH-010-C(ADH)

TRACS NO. 010 MA 146 H5454 01L
MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA

WHEREAS, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) is planning a corridor improvement
project along Interstate 10 (I-10), a federally funded project in Maricopa County, Arizona
(hereafter referred to as “the Project”); and

WHEREAS, the area of potential effect (APE) for the Project is defined as the existing roadway
right-of-way (ROW) on I-10 between Buckeye Road at milepost 148.9 and Ray Road at milepost
158.9, as well as new ROW as fully described in Appendix A; and

WHEREAS, project construction will occur on land owned by the Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT), private land, and public lands administered by the Flood Control District
of Maricopa County; and

WHEREAS, the proposed project may have an adverse effect upon archaeological sites and/or
historical resources that may be listed on or eligible for listing on the National Register of
Historic Places and may possibly have effects to unidentified subsurface archaeological
resources; and

WHEREAS, ADOT, acting as agent for FHWA has participated in consultation and has been
invited to be a signatory to this Programmatic Agreement (Agreement); and
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WHEREAS, the FHWA has consulted with the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
(Council), the Arizona State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), the US Army Corps of
Engineers, Flood Control District of Maricopa County, US Bureau of Land Management, the US
Bureau of Reclamation, the City of Phoenix, the City of Tempe, the City of Chandler, the Town
of Guadalupe, the Salt River Project, the Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the Gila
River Indian Community, the Hopi Tribe, the Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation, and the Arizona
State Museum (ASM) in accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA) and its implementing regulations (36 CFR §800.6(b)(2)) to resolve the possible adverse
effects of the Project on historic properties; and

WHEREAS, the Indian Tribes that may attach religious or cultural importance to affected
properties have been consulted [pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.2 (c)(2)(ii)(A-F)], and the Salt River
Pima-Maricopa Indian Community, the Gila River Indian Community, the Hopi Tribe, and the
Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation have been invited to be concurring parties in this Agreement;
and

WHEREAS, in their role as lead federal agency, FHWA has consulted with the Arizona State
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800, the regulations
implementing Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 470f) as revised
in 2000; and

WHEREAS, the Council elected not to participate in this Agreement; and

WHEREAS, by their signature all parties agree that the regulations specified in the ADOT
document, “ADOT Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge Construction” (Section 104.12,
2000) will account for the cultural resources in potential material sources used in project
construction; and

WHEREAS, an agreement regarding the treatment and disposition of Human Remains,
Associated/Unassociated Funerary Objects, Sacred Objects and Objects of Cultural Patrimony
would be developed pursuant to A.R.S. § 41-844 and 41-865, and the Archaeological Resources
Protection Act of 1979 (ARPA; Section 4.b.3 and 4.c); and

WHEREAS, Human Remains, Associated/Unassociated Funerary Objects, Sacred Objects and
Objects of Cultural Patrimony recovered will be treated in accordance with A.R.S. § 41-844 and
41-865, and the Native American Graves and Protection Repatriation Act (NAGPRA); and

WHEREAS, the data recovery necessitated by the Project, when located on state land, must be
permitted by ASM pursuant to A.R.S. § 41-842; and

WHEREAS, the data recovery necessitated by the Project, when located on Federal land, must
be permitted through an ARPA permit; and

WHEREAS, this Agreement addresses all phases, segments, and elements of the Undertaking;
and

NOW, THEREFORE, all parties agree that upon FHWA’s decision to proceed with the Project,
FHWA shall ensure that the following stipulations are implemented in order to take into account
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the effects of the Project on historic properties, and that these stipulations shall govern the
Project and all of its parts until this Agreement expires or is terminated.

Stipulations

FHWA will ensure that the following measures are carried out.

1. Geotechnical Investigations

As geotechnical investigation may adversely impact historic properties within the
project’s corridor, FHWA proposes that historic properties would be avoided by
geotechnical investigations wherever possible.  In the event that historic properties cannot
be avoided, FHWA, in consultation with the consulting parties, shall determine
appropriate treatment for the historic property.  Data recovery at geotechnical
investigation locations requires that a Work Plan, as described below, be developed.
Geotechnical investigations outside the boundaries of historic properties may proceed
prior to the completion of any data recovery required at other locations.

2. Development of a Data Recovery Work Plan

The data recovery plan will be submitted by ADOT, on behalf of FHWA, to all parties to
this Agreement for 30 calendar days’ review.  The data recovery plan will be consistent
with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archaeological
Documentation (48 FR 44734-37).  Unless any signatory or concurring party objects to
the data recovery plan within 30 calendar days after receipt of the plan, FHWA shall
ensure that it is implemented prior to construction.

3. The Data Recovery Work Plan (the Work Plan) will specify:

a)  The properties or portions of properties where data recovery is to be carried out. Also,
it will specify any property or portion of property that would be destroyed or altered
without treatment;

b)  The results of previous research relevant to the project, the research questions to be
addressed through data recovery, with an explanation of their relevance and
importance;

c)  The field and laboratory analysis methods to be used, with an explanation of their
relevance to the research questions;

d)  The methods to be used in analysis, data management, and dissemination of data to
the professional community and the public, including a proposed schedule for project
tasks, including a schedule for the submission of draft and final reports to consulting
parties;

e)  The proposed disposition and curation of recovered materials recovered from State
lands and associated records, in accordance with A.R.S. § 41-842);
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f)  The proposed disposition and curation of materials recovered from Federal lands and
associated records, in accordance with ARPA (Section 4.b.3);

g)  Procedures for monitoring, evaluating and treating discoveries of unexpected or newly
identified properties during construction of the project, including consultation with
other parties;

h)  A protocol for the treatment of human remains, in the event that such remains are
discovered, describing methods and procedures for the recovery, inventory, treatment,
and disposition of Human Remains, Associated Funerary Objects, and Objects of
Cultural Patrimony.  This protocol will reflect concerns and/or conditions identified
as a result of consultations among parties to this Agreement.

4. Review and comment on the Data Recovery Work Plan

a) Upon receipt of a draft of the Work Plan, ADOT, on behalf of FHWA, will review and
subsequently submit such documents concurrently to all consulting parties for review.
All consulting parties will have 30 calendar days from receipt to review and provide
comments to ADOT.  All comments shall be in writing with copies provided to the other
consulting parties. Lack of response within this review period shall be taken as
concurrence with the plan.

b)  If revisions to the Work Plan are made, all consulting parties will have 20 calendar days
from receipt to review the revisions and provide comments to ADOT. Lack of response
within this review period will be taken as concurrence with the plan or report.

c) Once the Data Recovery Plan is determined adequate by all parties (with SHPO
concurrence), FHWA shall issue authorization to proceed with the implementation of the
Plan, subject to obtaining all necessary permits.

d)  Final drafts of the Data Recovery Plan will be provided to all consulting parties.

5. Review and Comment on Preliminary Report of Findings and Recommendations

a) Upon completion of fieldwork, the institution, firm, or consultant responsible for the
work will prepare and submit to ADOT a brief Preliminary Report of Findings and
Recommendations.

b) Upon receipt of a draft of the Preliminary Report of Findings and Recommendations,
ADOT, on behalf of FHWA, will review and subsequently submit such documents
concurrently to all consulting parties for review.  All consulting parties will have 30
calendar days from receipt to review and provide comments to ADOT.  All comments
shall be in writing with copies provided to the other consulting parties. Lack of response
within this review period will be taken as concurrence with the Preliminary Report of
Findings and Recommendations.

c)  If revisions to the Preliminary Report of Findings and Recommendations are made, all
consulting parties have 20 calendar days from receipt to review the revisions and provide
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comments to ADOT. Lack of response within this review period will be taken as
concurrence with the report.

d) Once the Preliminary Report of Findings and Recommendations has been accepted as
a final document, ADOT, on behalf of FHWA, will notify appropriate project
participants that construction may proceed.

6. Review and Comment on Data Recovery Report

a) Within 180 days of completion of data recovery, a Draft Data Recovery Report will
be prepared and submitted to ADOT, and will incorporate all appropriate data
analyses and interpretations.

b) Upon receipt of the Draft Data Recovery Report, ADOT, on behalf of FHWA, will
review and subsequently submit the Draft Data Recovery Report concurrently to all
consulting parties for review.  All consulting parties will have 30 calendar days from
receipt to review and provide comments to ADOT.  All comments shall be in writing
with copies provided to the other consulting parties. Lack of response within this review
period will be taken as concurrence with the Draft Data Recovery Report.

c)  If revisions to the Draft Data Recovery Report are made, all consulting parties shall
have 20 calendar days from receipt to review the revisions and provide comments to
ADOT. Lack of response within this review period will be taken as concurrence with the
Draft Data Recovery Report.

7. Standards for Monitoring and Data Recovery

All historic preservation work carried out pursuant to this Agreement shall be carried out
by or under the supervision of a person, or persons, meeting at a minimum the Secretary
of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards (48 FR 44738-44739).

8. Curation

a)  All materials and records resulting from the data recovery program conducted within
the APE on State or private land shall be curated in accordance with ASM.  Curation
shall take place in accordance with A.R.S 41-842 and ABOR Chapter VIII. The
repository for materials either will be ASM or one that meets those standards and
guidelines. Materials subject to repatriation under A.R.S. § 41-844 and A.R.S. § 41-
865 shall be maintained in accordance with the burial agreement.

b)  All materials and records resulting from the data recovery program conducted within
the APE on Federal land shall be curated at a repository agreed upon by the land
managing agency and consulting parties to this Agreement.  The repository for
materials shall be in accordance with ARPA (Section 4.b.3).

9. Additional Inventory Survey

ADOT, on behalf of FHWA, in consultation with all parties to this agreement shall ensure
that new inventory surveys are completed for all additional rights-of-way, temporary
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construction easements, and any added staging or use areas, as appropriate, and that these
inventories will include determinations of eligibility that are made in accordance with
Section 106 for all identified cultural resources. Should any party to this Agreement disagree
with FHWA regarding eligibility, the SHPO shall be consulted and resolution sought within
20 calendar days. If FHWA and SHPO disagree on eligibility, FHWA shall request a formal
determination from the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation and/or the Arizona
Historical Advisory Commission.

10. Objection by a Signatory or Concurring Party

Should any signatory or concurring party to this Agreement object within 30 days to any
plan or report provided for review or to any aspect of this undertaking related to historic
preservation issues, FHWA shall consult with the objecting party to resolve the objection.
If the objection cannot be resolved, FHWA shall request further comments of the SHPO
with reference only to the subject of the dispute; FHWA’s responsibility to carry out all
actions under this Agreement that are not the subject of the dispute will remain
unchanged.

11. Discoveries

If potential historic or prehistoric archaeological materials or properties or human
remains are discovered after construction begins, the person in charge of the construction
shall require construction to immediately cease within the area of the discovery, take
steps to protect the discovery, and promptly report the discovery to the ADOT Historic
Preservation Specialist, representing FHWA.  The ADOT Historic Preservation
Specialist, representing FHWA shall notify and consult with appropriate agencies.

a) If the discovery appears to involve human remains or remains as defined in ASM
rules implementing A.R.S. § 41-844 and 41-865, the Director of ASM shall be
notified. In consultation with the Director, ADOT, on behalf of FHWA, and the
person in charge of construction shall ensure that the discovery is treated according to
the burial agreement.

b) If remains are not involved, and the discovery is located on state land, ADOT, on
behalf of FHWA, shall notify ASM as required under A.R.S. § 41-844.  ADOT, on
behalf of FHWA in consultation with the Director and SHPO, if appropriate, shall
determine if the Work Plan previously approved by ASM according to Stipulation 2
is appropriate to the nature of the discovery.  If appropriate, the Work Plan shall be
implemented by ADOT, on behalf of FHWA.  If the Work Plan is not appropriate to
the discovery, FHWA shall ensure that an alternate plan for the resolution of adverse
effect is developed and distributed to the consulting parties, who will have 48 hours
to review and comment upon the alternate plan. FHWA shall consider the resulting
comments, and shall implement the alternate plan once a project specific permit has
been issued.

c) If remains are not involved and the discovery is located on private land, ADOT, on
behalf of FHWA, shall evaluate the discovery, and SHPO shall be notified as
appropriate.  The ADOT Historic Preservation Specialist, on behalf of FHWA, shall
determine if the plan previously approved according to Stipulation 2 is appropriate to
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the nature of the discovery.  If appropriate, the Plan shall be implemented by ADOT,
on behalf of FHWA.  If the Plan is not appropriate to the discovery, FHWA shall
ensure that an alternate plan for the resolution of adverse effect is developed and
circulated to the consulting parties, who will have 48 hours to review and comment
upon the alternate plan. FHWA shall consider the resulting comments, and shall
implement the alternate plan once a project specific permit has been issued.

12.     Amendments

This Agreement may be amended by the signatories pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.6 (c) (7).
FHWA shall file any amendments with the Council and provide notice to the concurring
parties.

13.   Termination

Any signatory may terminate the Agreement by providing 30 day written notification to
the other signatories.  During this 30-day period, the signatories may consult to seek
agreement on amendments or other actions that would avoid termination pursuant to 36
CFR § 800.6 (b).  If the parties cannot agree on actions to resolve disagreements, FHWA
will comply with 36 CFR § 800.7(a).

14. In the event that FHWA or ADOT cannot carry out the terms of this agreement, the FHWA
will comply with 36 CFR § 800.3 through 800.6.

15. There shall be an annual meeting between FHWA, SHPO, and ADOT to review the
effectiveness and application of this agreement, to be held on or near the anniversary date of
the execution of this agreement.

This agreement shall be null and void if its terms are not carried out within ten (10) years from
the date of its execution, unless the signatories agree in writing to an extension for carrying out
its terms.

Execution of this Agreement by the signatories and its subsequent filing with the Council is
evidence that the Federal Highway Administration has afforded the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation an opportunity to comment on the I-10 Corridor Improvement project and
its effects on historic properties, and that the Federal Highway Administration has taken into
account the effects of the undertaking on historic properties.

SIGNATORIES

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

By ________________________________________ Date________

Title _______________________________________

ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER
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APPENDIX A: DESCRIPTION OF THE AREA OF POTENTIAL EFFECT
I-10 CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

The total area of disturbance for the Interstate 10 (I-10) Corridor Improvement Study is planned
within the limits of US 60 west of Mill Avenue; State Route 143 (SR 143) from I-10 to
approximately 100 feet south of the Salt River; I-10 north of Ray Road; westbound I-10 south of
Jefferson Street; eastbound I-10 south of Roosevelt Street; Interstate 17 (I-17) east of 10th

Avenue; and the limits at the traffic interchanges shown in the following table.

Traffic Interchange Limits of Potential Disturbance
I-17 and 7th Avenue Along 7th Avenue north to Mohave Street and

south to Gibson Lane.
I-17 and Central Avenue Along Central Avenue north to Apache Street

and south to Watkins Road.
I-17 and 7th Street Along 7th Street north to Mohave Street and

south to Watkins Road.
I-17 and 16th Street Along 16th Street north to 50 feet south of the

entrance to Barrios Unidos Park and south to
the Salt River.

I-10 and 24th Street Along 24th Street north to 100 feet north of Old
Tower Road and south to University Drive.

I-10 and 32nd Street Along 32nd Street north to Elwood Street and
south to Wood Drive.

I-10 and 40th Street Along 40th Street north to Elwood Street and
south to Broadway Road.

The Area of Potential Effect (APE) was developed through background research including a
literature review that encompassed one half mile on either side of the existing ADOT right-of-
way (R/W); a review of historic surveys within the general project area; and a windshield survey
of parcels within approximately 200 feet of the existing ADOT R/W.

For purposes of cultural resource identification and effect determination, the APE within these
project limits varies throughout the corridor to be approximately 200 feet on either side of the
existing ADOT R/W to include parcels that are adjacent to or overlap these boundaries.
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 GUIDELINES FOR HANDLING SONORAN DESERT TORTOISES 
 ENCOUNTERED ON DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS 
 Arizona Game and Fish Department 
 Revised October 23, 2007 
 
The Arizona Game and Fish Department (Department) has developed the following guidelines to 
reduce potential impacts to desert tortoises, and to promote the continued existence of tortoises 
throughout the state.  These guidelines apply to short-term and/or small-scale projects, depending on 
the number of affected tortoises and specific type of project. 
 
The Sonoran population of desert tortoises occurs south and east of the Colorado River.  Tortoises 
encountered in the open should be moved out of harm's way to adjacent appropriate habitat.  If an 
occupied burrow is determined to be in jeopardy of destruction, the tortoise should be relocated to the 
nearest appropriate alternate burrow or other appropriate shelter, as determined by a qualified biologist. 
 Tortoises should be moved less than 48 hours in advance of the habitat disturbance so they do not 
return to the area in the interim.  Tortoises should be moved quickly, kept in an upright position parallel 
to the ground at all times, and placed in the shade.  Separate disposable gloves should be worn for each 
tortoise handled to avoid potential transfer of disease between tortoises.  Tortoises must not be moved if 
the ambient air temperature exceeds 40° Celsius (105° Fahrenheit) unless an alternate burrow is 
available or the tortoise is in imminent danger. 
 
A tortoise may be moved up to one-half mile, but no further than necessary from its original location.  If 
a release site, or alternate burrow, is unavailable within this distance, and ambient air temperature 
exceeds 40° Celsius (105° Fahrenheit), the Department should be contacted to place the tortoise into a 
Department-regulated desert tortoise adoption program.  Tortoises salvaged from projects which result 
in substantial permanent habitat loss (e.g. housing and highway projects), or those requiring removal 
during long-term (longer than one week) construction projects, will also be placed in desert tortoise 
adoption programs.  Managers of projects likely to affect desert tortoises should obtain a scientific 
collecting permit from the Department to facilitate temporary possession of tortoises.  Likewise, if 
large numbers of tortoises (>5) are expected to be displaced by a project, the project manager should 
contact the Department for guidance and/or assistance. 
 
Please keep in mind the following points: 
 
   These guidelines do not apply to the Mojave population of desert tortoises (north and west of 

the Colorado River).  Mojave desert tortoises are specifically protected under the Endangered 
Species Act, as administered by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

 
   These guidelines are subject to revision at the discretion of the Department.  We recommend 

that the Department be contacted during the planning stages of any project that may affect 
desert tortoises. 

 
   Take, possession, or harassment of wild desert tortoises is prohibited by state law.  Unless 

specifically authorized by the Department, or as noted above, project personnel should avoid 
disturbing any tortoise. 
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Introduction

The  Arizona  Department  of  Transportation  (ADOT)  and  the  Federal  Highway
Administration (FHWA) have begun a study of potential  improvements to Interstate 10
(I­10) beginning at the Junction with Interstate 8 (I­8) in Casa Grande and continuing east
to Tangerine  Road  (see  Figure  1:  Project  Location  Map  and  Figure  2:  Project  Vicinity
Map) .  The study will evaluate improvements to traffic flow and roadway capacity while
avoiding or minimizing environmental, social, and economic  impacts within the project
limits.  The purpose of the study is to evaluate improvements to the existing roadway to
meet traffic demand anticipated in the design year.  The year  in the future for which the
transportation  facility  will  be designed  to  operate  (know  as  the  “design  year”)  for  this
project is 2030.

The study will provide a  long range corridor plan for I­10 from the  junction with I­8 to
Tangerine Road (milepost 199 to 240).  This portion of I­10 is anticipated to experience a
substantial  increase  in  vehicles  due  to  population  growth  and  planned  development
within the corridor.  Without future improvements, this portion of I­10 will not be able to
provide the capacity needed to handle projected traffic volumes.

The Scoping Process

The  purpose  of  the  scoping  process  is  to  identify  potential  issues,  concerns,  and
opportunities  (ICOs)  that  should  be  considered  in  the  development  of  alternatives  and
environmental  studies  for  the  proposed  highway  improvements.    ICO  information  was
obtained  from  area  residents,  business  owners,  and  government  agency  representatives
through public and agency scoping meetings.

Agency Scoping

An  agency  scoping  meeting  was  held  on  May  16,  2006,  at  9:00  a.m.  at  the  Marana
Municipal  Complex  Conference  Center.    Notice  of  the  meeting  was  sent  to
representatives  of  federal,  state,  and  local  agencies.    The  list  of  invited  agency
representatives, the meeting handouts, presentation, invitation, agenda, sign­in sheet, and
meeting minutes are included in Appendix 1 along with letters received from agencies in
response to the scoping invitation letter.

The  meeting  was  attended  by  representatives  of  ADOT,  FHWA,  the  U.S.  Fish  and
Wildlife Service (USFWS), the City of Casa Grande, Arizona State Parks­Picacho Peak
State  Park,  the  Town  of  Marana,  Pima  Association  of  Governments,  Central  Arizona
Association of Governments, Pinal County, City of Eloy, Arizona State Land Department
(ASLD), Arizona Department of Public Safety (DPS), DMJM Harris, EcoPlan, Gordley
Design Group, and Cambridge Systematics.  The meeting was opened with a presentation
which  provided  and  overview  of  the  project,  the  project  objectives,  discussion  of  the
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  process,  the  purpose  and  need  for  the
project,  and  planned  action  items  and  next  steps.    Following  the presentation,  an open
discussion period was provided for attendees to share their specific issues, concerns, and
opportunities for the project.
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Figure 1: Project Location Map
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Figure 2: Project Vicinity Map
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Agency Issues and Concerns

At  the  meeting,  the  agency  representatives  voiced  the  following  ICOs  regarding
engineering  considerations,  alternate  mode  considerations,  state  trust  lands,  and
environmental effects.

Engineering Considerations

• Drainage Issues
§ Floodplains – water from Picacho Peak and the Tortolita Fan drains to I­

10.
§ Drainage  crossings  –  there  are  many  dip  sections  and  150  mainline

crossings.
§ During  a  100  year  flood  event,  McClellan  Wash  flows  over  top  of  the

freeway.  This is an existing condition from the 1960s, which may or may
not be an issue now because of the completion of the CAP canal.

§ Drainage data  collection  will  need  to  be  coordinated with  FEMA  and/or
Army Corps.

• Railroad Issues
§ Union  Pacific  Railroad  (UPRR)  will  be  adding  an  additional  track;  they

are  currently  at  capacity.    UPRR  will  be  at  capacity  with  the  future
additional track.

§ The I­10 Corridor Study will not preclude potential future commuter rail.

§ If  new  overcrossings  are  proposed  over  the  railroad,  a  construction
management plan will have to be submitted to UPRR for approval at least
18  to  24  months  prior  to  construction.    It  will  have  to  include  access  to
their corridor.

§ The design of I­10 will have to include access to the railroad corridor; the
railroad  could  maintain  access  with  one­way  frontage  roads  if
recommended by the study.

• Frontage Road Issues

§ The footprint and  future capacity  for utilities should be considered  in the
project.

§ In  Eloy,  five  wastewater  treatment  plants  are  planned;  crossings  will  be
needed under the freeway.

§ Picacho  Peak  State  Park  uses  the  frontage  roads  during  the  peak  tourist
season  when  traffic  is  highest;  back­ups  occur  as  vehicles  wait  to  pass
through the fee payment gate.

§ Regarding  emergency  access,  two­way  frontage  roads  are  preferred  for
accidents;  emergency  response  personnel  will  use  them  to  access  the
disabled vehicles and to reroute traffic.
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§ The  Arizona  State  Land  Department  (ASLD)  is  completing  a  Master
Planning effort for a portion of their holdings along I­10 that could include
up  to  80,000  dwelling  units;  two­way  frontage  roads  are  preferred  for
diverting  traffic  to  these  new  neighborhoods.    Coordination  with  local
communities will be required to evaluate local access.

§ For  Marana,  the  continuation  of  one­way  frontage  roads  is  a  logical
progression from the Tucson Metro Area.

§ Bicyclists in Pinal County currently use the frontage roads.

• Right­of­Way (R/W) Issues
§ Need  to  be  aware  of  all  possible  issues  during  the  planning  process  to

adequately plan for sufficient R/W.
§ Providing  for  existing  and  proposed utilities  should  be  included  in  R/W

considerations.

• Interchange Issues

§ During  the  study,  the  team  will  need  to  look  at  all  crossings  and  the
potential effects on utilities and future development.

§ At the Red Rock Interchange, a planned six­lane expressway from SR­79
to  I­10  and  the  subsequent  development  will  need  to  be  considered.    In
addition,  Park  Link  Drive  will  be  realigned  to  the  north  and  a  new
interchange will be created.

§ FHWA approves all new connections to local arterials from the interstate
system.  They have placed all recent requests on hold until the long term
plan  has  been  completed.    They  do  not  want  a  lone  interchange  serving
one development, which would cause the residents to use the interstate for
small trips.  That is not the purpose of the interstate.

§ Consider  the  spacing  between  the  interchanges  for  future  potential
freeway connections; want to avoid potential operational issues.

§ The Town of Marana has a Major Routes Plan that includes a connection
from  Tangerine  Road  to  Marana  Road  and  a  new  interchange  at  Moore
Road that will connect to Tangerine Road.

• Median Issues

§ There are existing utilities that run between the control of access line and
the frontage roads.

§ Emergency response – need to include in the design of median crossovers
for  emergency  vehicles;  close  spacing  (approximately  ¼  mile)  is
important.    Considerations  for  each  alternative  is  based  on  Arizona
Department of Public Safety observations:

o Barrier  –  difficult  to  cross  the  median;  could  decrease  fatal
accidents.
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o Open Median – larger R/W requirements for I­10; ideal for patrol
cars;  could  contribute  to  fatal  accidents  with  drivers  making  u­
turns and accelerating into high speed traffic.

§ The  highway  was  originally  conceived  as  a  rural  highway  with  an  open
median.  If a barrier were to be constructed in the median, will be getting
away from the rural character.

§ Could  potentially  add  signage  in  the  medians  that  warn  drivers  of  the
dangers when crossing a median.

• Rest Areas
§ Will the study consider rest areas?

§ A  rest  area  was  once  proposed  by  ADOT  at  the  County  line  but  was
abandoned.

Alternate Mode Considerations

• Bicyclists in Pinal County currently use the frontage roads.

• Pedestrian access may be an issue in Eloy and Picacho Peak in the future.

• Park­n­Ride lots should be a consideration.

State Trust Lands Considerations

• Several projects which would include approximately 80,000 new homes are being
planned in the following state lands corridors: Picacho Peak to South Park (east of
CAP) and I­10 to Oracle Junction.

• Implications of predicted 80,000 homes:
§ Spacing between new and existing interchanges
§ Congestion
§ Access
§ Emergency response

• The Urban Master Plan will be completed in two years.

• Coordination  with  the  State  Trust  Lands  consultants  –  Jack  Neubeck  or  Linda
Morales – is necessary during the course of the project.

Environmental Considerations

• Potential community impacts in the unincorporated areas around Picacho.

• The accommodation of wildlife connectivity.

• Tucson  shovel­nose  snake  may  be  listed  on  the  USFWS  list  of  Threatened  and
Endangered Species.
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• The cactus ferriginuous pygmy­owl may be delisted.

Public Scoping

Three Public Scoping meetings were held for the project as follows:

• September  12,  2006  at  the  Marana  Municipal  Complex,  2nd  Floor  Conference
Room,  11555  West  Civic  Center  Drive,  Marana,  Arizona.    The  meeting  was
conducted from 5:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.

• September  14,  2006  at  the  Troy  Thomas  Center,  501  West  3rd  Place,  Eloy,
Arizona.  The meeting was conducted from 5:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.

• September  19,  2006  at  the  City  of  Casa  Grande  Council  Chambers,  510  East
Florence  Boulevard,  Casa  Grande,  Arizona.    The  meeting  was  conducted  from
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Notice of the meetings was provided in local newspapers, including:

• Arizona Daily Star – Tuesday, August 29, 2006

• Tucson Citizen – Tuesday, August 29, 2006

• Explorer – Wednesday, August 30, 2006

• Casa Grande Tri Valley Dispatch – Wednesday, August 20, 2006 and Wednesday,
September 6, 2006

• Arizona City Independent – Wednesday, August 20, 2006 and Wednesday,
September 6, 2006

• Gila River Indian News – Friday, August 18, 2006 and Friday, September 15,
2006

• The Ak­Chin O’Odham Runner – Friday, August 18, 2006 and Friday, September
1, 2006

Notice was also provided via a jurisdictional letter e­mailed the week of August 21, 2006;
a  newsletter  which  announced  the  meetings  mailed  the  week  of  August  21,  2006;  and
news  releases provided  to area media  the weeks  of  August  28, 2006 and September 4,
2006.

Study Team members were available before and after the meetings to informally discuss
the  project.    Several  exhibits  were  utilized  to  facilitate  discussion  including  maps  and
other  graphics  to  illustrate  the  project  area  and  surrounding  features.    All  materials
utilized at the public meetings are provided in Appendix 2.  Appendix 2 also  includes a
flier which was prepared for distribution at the request of the Red Rock School District.
No additional comments were received as a result of the distribution of this flier.

One  hundred  and  two  people  attended  the  meetings.      The  meetings  began  with  an
introduction  of  the  Project  Team  followed  by  a  slide  presentation.    The  presentation
included discussion of the study background, activities to date, project purpose and need,
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design  issues and  impacts  and  the  environmental  study process.    The presentation  was
followed  by  a  question­and­answer  session.    Questions  and  comments  received  at  the
meeting are also provided in Appendix 2.

Public Issues and Concerns
Eleven people submitted comments either by returning a comment form provided at the
meetings  or  by  submitting  a  letter  before  or  after  the  meetings.    The  comment  form
provided at  the meetings  requested  that people  state preferences  for  features of  the  two
alternative configurations under consideration at the time of the meetings.  The comment
forms posed the following questions:

• What did you like the most about Alternative1?

• What did you like the least about Alternative 1?

• What did you like the most about Alternative 2?

• What did you like the least about Alternative 2?
Summaries of the responses to those questions are provided below.

What did you like the most about Alternative 1?

• Tortolita  Interchange,  Moore  Road  Interchange,  Tangerine,  SR  87  Traffic
Interchange.

• Alternative  1  would  allow  for  more  growth  potential  since  it  has  more
interchanges.  This makes good sense.

• Additional interchanges at Aries Drive and Green Road.

What did you like the least about Alternative 1?

• No north­south corridor.

• It would interfere with a portion of our facility, forcing us to move our facility to
another location.

• Picacho Interchange – do not use other one.  Relocate just north of current.

• Cuts off too much of Tweed Road business area.

• I think the proposed “bypass” at Picacho on Alternative 2 would be much better.

• Interchange  at  Tweedy  Road;  moving  Sunland  Gin  interchange  1/8  mile  to  the
east.

What did you like the most about Alternative 2?

• Tortolita Interchange.

• The expansion would not affect the Alsdorf overpass.  The cost of buying out our
facility and others might be less.
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• I like the Battaglia options – this will service Arizona City, Toltec and Eloy.

• More interchanges and bypass Picacho.

• Interchange at Battaglia Road (better access to Arizona City and downtown Eloy
versus interchange at Tweedy.

What did you like the least about Alternative 2?

• Proposed north­south corridor.

• The interchange and railroad overpass should be at Missile Base road with a new
road west of I­10 to the air park.

• Relocation on I­10 at Picacho.
Many  of  the  other  comments  received  address  issues  associated  with  the  future
configuration and features of the roadway and Traffic Interchanges (TIs).  The remainder
of the comments received are summarized below.

• There should be a 65 mph speed limit and lane restrictions for trucks.

• Pleased with plans for grade separation at railroad crossings.

• Request that the widening include the use of rubberized asphalt (quiet pavement).

• Request for art on overpasses and palo verde trees in the median.

• Current  situation  causes  trucks  to  back  up  on  Arica  to  Sunland  Gin  Road,
blocking neighborhood access.

• Frontage roads in addition to expanding the number of  lanes are critical  for the
growth of the area.

• Inclusion  of  Park  and  Ride  lots  would  be  nice  for  future  carpooling  and
light/heavy rail use.

• Owners of 185 acres at  the  southwest corner of Sunland Gin Road and Jimmie
Kerr Boulevard are concerned about TI configurations at  those two locations as
well as at the I­10/I­8 Junction, the scheduling of interim widening of I­10 north
of  MP  199,  and  implementation  of  additional  R/W  acquisition  for  the  I­10
ultimate widening.

• Concerned with any relocation of the Tangerine Road/I­10 TI.
A complete summary of all public comments received at the scoping meetings as well as
those received  subsequent  to the meetings via  the project website or comment sheets  is
provided in Appendix 3.

Conclusion

Information received as part of the agency and public scoping process was utilized by the
project  team  to  refine  the  limits of  the project  and  to  focus  future environmental  study
efforts.    Findings  generated  during  the  scoping  process  were  also  presented  to  project
area stakeholders in subsequent meetings.
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Arizona Department of Transportation 
Interstate 10 Corridor Study: Jct. I-8 to Tangerine Road 

TRACS No.: H 6773 01L 
Spring 2007 Public Meetings Summary 

 
Objective 
• To show the preferred plan, decisions that led to preferred plan and to let the public know how 

their comments were heard and incorporated into the preferred plan 
• To inform public of concurrent projects in the area, including I-10: SR87 to Picacho Peak 

Boulevard and I-10: Picacho Peak Boulevard to Pinal Air Park Road  
 
Date/Time/Location 
All meetings were held from 5 p.m. – 7 p.m., with a presentation at 5:30 p.m, followed by a question-
and-answer session. 
• Tuesday, May 15, 2007 at the Troy Thomas Center located at 501 W. 3rd Place, Eloy, AZ 85231 
• Wednesday, May 16, 2007 at the Estes Elementary School Cafeteria located at 11279 W. Grier 

Rd., Marana, AZ 85653 
• Thursday, May 17, 2007 at the City of Casa Grande Council Chambers located at 510 E. Florence 

Blvd., Casa Grande, AZ 85222 
 
Public Notification 
• Week of April 23, 2007 

o Government official notification letter e-mailed 
o Newsletter announcing meetings mailed to residents, businesses and stakeholders 

• Week of April 30, 2007 
o Newspaper advertisements ran in the Arizona Daily Star, Tucson Citizen, Explorer, Casa 

Grande Dispatch, Eloy Enterprise, Arizona City News, The Ak-Chin O’Odham Runner and 
Gila River Indian News 

o News release sent to area media 
 
Team Attendance 
• ADOT: Don Gorman, Laurel Parker, Karen Whitlock, Greg Gentsch, Fred Garcia 
• FHWA: Tom Deitering, Ken Davis 
• DMJM Harris: Mike Kies, Serrelle Laine, Felipe Ladron, Matt Kershner, Ed Miltner 
• PB: Chris Moore 
• Gordley Design Group: Angie Brown, Jan Gordley, Jamie Van Goethem, Paki Rico, Barb Alley 

 
Public Attendance 
• Eloy: 42 
• Marana: 29 
• Casa Grande: 47 

 
Displays 
• Preferred plan 

 
Presentation 
• PowerPoint presentation 

 
Materials 
• Handout, with insert for Picacho alternatives and comment form 
• Sign-in sheets 
• Extra copies of newsletter 
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Interstate 10 Corridor Study
Jct. I-8 to Tangerine Road

					        Public Meetings	 Spring 2007

El Departamento de Transporte de Arizona 
está estudiando mejoras a la Interestatal 10, 
entre la Interestatal 8 y Tangerine Road. Para 
información, favor de comunicarse con Paki Rico al  
(520) 327-6077.

Disclaimer
This document is a translation from original text written in English. 
This translation is unofficial and is not binding on this state or a 
political subdivision of the state.

Descargo de responsabilidad:
Este documento es una traducción del texto original escrito en 
inglés. Esta traducción no es oficial y no es vinculante para este 
estado o para ninguna subdivisión política del estado.

Interstate 10 Corridor Study: 
Jct. I-8 to Tangerine Road

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) is 
preparing a corridor study of Interstate 10 (I-10), from 
milepost (MP) 196 near its junction with Interstate 
8 (I-8) in Casa Grande to MP 240 at Tangerine Road 
in Marana. The goal of the study is to establish a 
plan to guide the development of I-10 through the  
year 2030. 

Study progress
•	 Held three public meetings within the project 
	 area in September 2006
•	 Presented two alternatives for the future design 
	 of I-10 to public for comments
•	 Met with area stakeholders to gather input
•	 Held monthly meetings with area jurisdictions 
	 to gather input
•	 Incorporated input in the preferred plan
•	 Produced preferred plan

Next steps
•	 Present preferred plan to public for comments on
	 May 15, 16, and 17, 2007
•	 Incorporate input in finalization of plan
•	 Finalize Design Concept Report including 
	 Preliminary Design plans  (15%)
•	 Produce environmental document
•	 Hold public hearing in fall 2007 to disclose 
	 final plan and environmental mitigation measures
•	 Present to State Transportation 
	 Board to be adopted as long-range 
	 plan for I-10

Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA): Persons 
with a disability may request reasonable accom-
modations, such as a sign language interpreter, by 
contacting Angie Brown at angie@gordleydesign.
com or (520) 327-6077. Requests should be made 
as soon as possible to allow time to arrange the 
accommodations. 

Related Projects   
ADOT is working on other projects in the area, 
including: 

I-10 Widening: State Route (SR) 87 to Picacho Peak 
Boulevard
•	 MP 211 at the SR 87 Traffic Interchange to MP 
	 219 near Picacho Peak State Park
•	 Widening I-10 from two lanes to three lanes in
	 each direction

I-10 Widening: Picacho Peak Boulevard to Pinal Air 
Park Road 
•	 MP 219 near Picacho Peak State Park to MP 232
	 at Pinal Air Park Road
•	 Widening I-10 from two lanes to three lanes in 
	 each direction
•	 Reconstructing the Picacho Peak Boulevard 
	 Traffic Interchange
 •	 Construction anticipated to begin in the fall of 
	 2007, and last for 24 months

Representatives from the teams on the above-
mentioned projects will be present at the public 
meetings in May to answer questions and address 
concerns.

I-10 Widening: I-8 to SR 87
•	 MP 199 at the I-10/I-8 interchange to MP 211 at 	
	 the SR 87 interchange
•	 Widening I-10 from two lanes to three lanes in 		
	 each direction

I-10/Pinal Regional Transportation Profile/Southern 
Pinal – Northern Pima County Corridor Definition 
Study
•	 Study the state highway system to inventory 
	 current conditions, assess needs and identify 
	 deficiencies
•	 Produce a list of potential improvements to  
	 address deficiencies
•	 Determine possible general locations of any 
	 potential new corridors, if needed and feasible
•	 The potential improvements will be evaluated on 	
	 a statewide basis in the update to the long-range 	
	 statewide plan.
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   Wednesday, May 16, 2007
 5 p.m. — 7 p.m.
 Estes Elementary School Cafeteria
 11279 W. Grier Rd.
 Marana, AZ 85653

    Tuesday, May 15, 2007
 5 p.m. — 7 p.m.
 Troy Thomas Center
 501 W. Third Place
 Eloy, AZ 85231

    Thursday, May 17, 2007
 5 p.m. — 7 p.m.
 City of Casa Grande Council Chambers
 510 E. Florence Blvd. 
 Casa Grande, AZ 85222

PUBLIC MEETING LOCATIONS
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Tuesday
May 15, 2007

5 p.m. – 7 p.m.,  
with a presentation  
at 5:30 p.m.

Troy Thomas Center

501 W. 3rd Place 
Eloy, AZ 85231

Thursday 
May 17, 2007

5 p.m. – 7 p.m.,  
with a presentation  
at 5:30 p.m.

City of Casa Grande 
Council Chambers

510 E. Florence Blvd. 
Casa Grande, AZ 85222

Wednesday 
May 16, 2007

5 p.m. – 7 p.m.,  
with a presentation  
at 5:30 p.m.

Estes Elementary School 
Cafeteria

11279 W. Grier Rd. 
Marana, AZ 85653

Mark your calendar!

c/o Gordley Design Group, Inc.
2540 N. Tucson Blvd.
Tucson, AZ 85716

You are invited!

Eloy Marana Casa Grande

For directions and maps to the meeting facilities, please visit the project Web site at: www.i10tucsondistrict.com

We want to hear from you 
The public is invited to attend any one of three public 
meetings on May 15, 16, and 17, 2007 (see back for 
location information)
•	 Presentation will be given 30 minutes after the 
	 start of the meeting, followed by a question-and-
	 answer session
•	 Representatives from ADOT and the study team
	 will be present to answer questions and address 
	 concerns 
•	 Maps and displays will be available for viewing 
	 and comments
•	 For more information, contact Angie Brown of 
	 Gordley Design Group at (520) 327-6077

Tell us what you think
•	 Attend one of three public meetings
•	 Fill out and submit a comment form: 
	 •	 Visit the project Web site at: 
		  www.i10tucsondistrict.com 
	 •	 Fax: (520) 327-4687
	 •	 E-mail: angie@gordleydesign.com 
	 •	 Mail: Gordley Design Group, 
		  2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, AZ 85716
	 •	 Submit written comments by May 31, 2007
•	 Contact the project team via phone or e-mail: 
	 Don Gorman, ADOT Predesign Project Manager, 
	 (602) 712-6799, dgorman@azdot.gov 
	 Laurel Parker, ADOT Design Project Manager, 
	 (520) 388-4260, lparker@azdot.gov 
	 Teresa Welborn, ADOT Communication and 
	 Community Partnerships, (520) 388-4257
	 Angie Brown, Gordley Design Group, 
	 Community Relations, (520) 327-6077, 
	 angie@gordleydesign.com F-22



Your input is 
needed on the 
Interstate 10 

Corridor Study: 
Jct. I-8 to 

Tangerine Road
The public is invited to attend any 
one of three public meetings for 
the Interstate 10 Corridor Study: 
Jct. I-8 to Tangerine Road. The 
goal of the study is to set in 
place a plan that will guide the 
development of I-10 through the 
year 2030.

Each meeting is from 5 p.m. to 7 
p.m. A presentation will be given 
at 5:30, followed by questions and answers. Maps and 
displays will be available for viewing before and after 
the presentation. Representatives from the Arizona 
Department of Transportation and the study team will 
be present to answer questions and address concerns. 
Also present at the meetings will be representatives from 
other projects in the area, including: I-10 Widening: State 
Route 87 to Picacho Peak Road and I-10 Widening: 
Picacho Peak Road to Pinal Air Park Road.

For more information about the public meetings, please 
contact Angie Brown with Gordley Design Group (ADOT 
Consultant) at (520) 327-6077. Please submit written 
comments by faxing them to (520) 327-4687, e-mailing 
them to angie@gordleydesign.com or mailing them to 
Gordley Design Group, 2540 N. Tucson Blvd., Tucson, 
AZ 85716. Written comments should be submitted by 
May 30, 2007.

Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA): Persons with a 
disability may request reasonable accommodations, such as a sign language interpreter, 
by contacting Angie Brown at angie@gordleydesign.com or (520) 327-6077. Requests 
should be made as soon as possible to allow time to arrange the accommodations.

Additional project information, as well as directions and maps to the meeting sites, are 
available at www.i10tucsondistrict.com.

Si le gustaria recibir información en español, favor de comunicarse con Paki 
Rico al (520) 327-6077. Gracias.

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

PUBLIC MEETINGS
S a n t a  C r uz R i v e r
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   Wednesday, May 16, 2007
 5 p.m. — 7 p.m.
 Estes Elementary School Cafeteria
 11279 W. Grier Rd.
 Marana, AZ 85653

    Tuesday, May 15, 2007
 5 p.m. — 7 p.m.
 Troy Thomas Center
 501 W. Third Place
 Eloy, AZ 85231

    Thursday, May 17, 2007
 5 p.m. — 7 p.m.
 City of Casa Grande Council Chambers
 510 E. Florence Blvd. 
 Casa Grande, AZ 85222

 
Tuesday, May 15, 2007

Troy Thomas Center
501 W. Third Place

Eloy, AZ 85231

Wednesday,  
May 16, 2007

Estes Elementary 
School Cafeteria

11279 W. Grier Rd.
Marana, AZ 85653

Thursday, May 17, 2007
City of Casa Grande
Council Chambers

510 E. Florence Blvd. 
Casa Grande, AZ 85222

       Greg Gentsch                    Don Gorman                  Laurel Parker              Sam Elters
ADOT Tucson District Engineer          ADOT Predesign Project Manager          ADOT Design Project Manager          ADOT State Engineer 

TRACS No.: H 6773 01L
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Intermodal Transportation Division 

206 South Seventeenth Avenue     Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3213 
 

Janet Napolitano 
Governor 

Victor M. Mendez 
Director 

 

 
April 25, 2007 

Sam Elters 
State Engineer 

 
Dear Government Official: 
 
The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) is preparing a corridor study of Interstate 10 (I-10), from 
milepost 196 near its junction with Interstate 8 (I-8) in Casa Grande, to milepost 240 at Tangerine Road in 
Marana. The goal of the study is to establish a plan to guide the development of I-10 through the year 2030. 
To successfully plan for the long-term future of I-10, ADOT and the project team require public input. 
ADOT will hold the second round of public meetings on the following dates: 
 
Tuesday, May 15, 2007 
Troy Thomas Center 
501 W. Third Place 
Eloy, AZ 85231 

Wednesday, May 16, 2007 
Estes Elementary School 
Cafeteria 
11279 W. Grier Road 
Marana, AZ 85653 

Thursday, May 17, 2007 
City of Casa Grande 
Council Chambers 
510 E. Florence Boulevard 
Casa Grande, AZ 85222 

 
Each meeting is from 5 p.m. to 7 p.m. A presentation will be given at 5:30, followed by questions and 
answers. Maps and displays will be available for viewing before and after the presentation. The public will 
be encouraged to fill out and submit comment forms. Representatives from ADOT and the study team will be 
present to answer questions and address concerns about the study. Also present at the meetings will be 
representatives from other projects in the area, including I-10 Widening: State Route 87 to Picacho Peak 
Road and I-10 Widening: Picacho Peak Road to Pinal Air Park Road. 
 
The meetings will be advertised through newsletters mailed to residents, property owners, business owners 
and other interested parties in the study area, in addition to newspaper advertisements in local newspapers 
and a news release sent to area media. Information about the project and meetings will be posted on the 
project Web site at www.i10tucsondistrict.com. 
 
We invite you to participate in the public meeting process. ADOT is committed to working with the public 
and governmental representatives to develop the long-term plan for I-10. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Don Gorman 
ADOT Predesign Project Manager 
(602) 712-6799 

Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Laurel Parker 
ADOT Design Project Manager 
(520) 388-4260 
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Name /
Address

Phone E-mail Join list? What do you like the most 
about the preferred 
alternative?

What do you like least about 
the preferred alternative?

Which alternative do you 
prefer for the Picacho area? 
Why?

General Comments

Ballard, Charlie

P.O. Box 896
Eloy, AZ 
85231

464-1007 cballard@
ballardtruss.com

yes Picacho Option C would fix the problem best. Go with the long term best option.

Kamouzis, Jim 

11115 Mountain 
Shadows
Casa Grande, AZ
85222

431-1356 Nothing about Sunland Gin 
Interchange.

The dead end at                     
I-10/Sunland Gin Road.

Sims, Miriam 431-4001 Subdivision Villa Grande Rancheros. Cross streets: Howser and Shedd -  subdivision is between these two streets. 
Concerned with exiting subdivision, possible no passing lanes or slow traffic down in this area. 

Hobrock, Renee E. 

11616 N. Greys Ct.
Tucson, AZ
85737

rehrock@
comcast.net

yes Getting anything over two 
lanes each way to Phoenix.

The length of time to 
accomplish it and the 
inconvenience while it is being 
done.

Option C. Gets all the town on 
one side and gets the road 
and railroad side-by-side.

With three or more lanes in each direction, large trucks should be prohibited from the left lanes.

Brown, Gary 

7841 Namaka Dr.
Casa Grande, AZ
85222

709-0390 RBGB6364@
azci.net

yes Realignment of Sunland Gin 
Road to I-10 to relieve access.

Entire project is a very good idea.

Canoles, Connie

Box 86
Picacho, AZ 
85241

466-3576 con7136@
yahoo.com

yes Options A or C - Purely selfish, 
least impact to our property.

Desire a newsletter outlining project location and developments.

Holmes, Hank

4800 N. 36 St. #231
Scottsdale, AZ
85251

541-905-1563 happyholmes904@ 
yahoo.com

yes Potentially disrupts Picacho 
Water Improvement 
Corporation's main well, 
200,000-gallon storage tank 
and large distribution lines as 
well as under I-10 mainline to 
serve south of I-10 part of 
Picacho.

Option C - This option reunites 
the north-south division 
created by the present 
freeway. It is direct and 
probably much less costly in 
land acquisition. 

I represent Picacho Water Improvement Corporation (PWIC) as Board President. PWIC is in the middle of a costly 
systems evaluation and Capital Improvement Plan. Serving the village entails main lines on each side of the current 
freeway. Our franchise extends to the State Route 87 proposed interchange (both north and south on the east side) so 
we are significantly impacted by I-10 changes. We need to know the chosen option ASAP.

Arizona Department of Transportation
Interstate 10 Corridor Study: Jct. I-8 to Tangerine Road

TRACS No.: H 6773 01L
Public Meeting Comment Summary

COMMENTS SUBMITTED AT THE TUESDAY, MAY 15, 2007, MEETING AT THE TROY THOMAS CENTER IN ELOY

COMMENTS SUBMITTED AT THE THURSDAY, MAY 17, 2007, MEETING AT THE CITY OF CASA GRANDE COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

COMMENTS SUBMITTED AT THE WEDNESDAY, MAY 16, 2007, MEETING AT ESTES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL IN MARANA

Page 1 of 5
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Arizona Department of Transportation
Interstate 10 Corridor Study: Jct. I-8 to Tangerine Road

TRACS No.: H 6773 01L
Public Meeting Comment Summary

Bowden, Brent A.

1223 S. Clearview 
Avenue, Ste. 105
Mesa, Arizona 85209

480-222-5800 As an owner of land at the intersection of I-10 and Highway 87 (roughly 1,400 acres) I have a vested interest in which 
alignment ADOT chooses. I am firmly against Option C because it moves I-10 from its current alignment. I also wish to 
voice my concern and state my desire that the clover leaf design access at the intersection be changed.
Please include this letter in support of Option B as part of the record for the Community of Picacho Access Options.

Cardon, Craig D.

18696 E. Pine 
Barrens Avenue
Queens Creek, AZ
85242

480-222-5858 I am a partial owner of approximately 1,400 acres at the junction of Interstate 10 and Highway 87. I strongly prefer that 
Interstate 10 remain on its current alignment as shown in Option B of the Community of Pcacho Access Options on 
ADOT's website. I am opposed to Option C as it moves the Interstate 10 alignment from its current route. I also prefer 
that you change the clover leaf access on your proposed access options of Interstate 10 and Highway 87.
Please include this letter in support of Option B as part of the record for the Community of Picacho Access Option.

Cardon, Elijah T.

6957 E. Lomita 
Avenue
Mesa, AZ 85209

480-222-5841 It has been brought to my attention that decisions are now being made that may change the Interstate 10 and Highway 
87 junction in Eloy, AZ. Since I am an owner of roughly 1,400 acres on that junction, I have felt the need to express my 
opinions on this matter. I have reviewed the Community of Picacho Access Options as shown on ADOT's website and I 
have the following comments.
I am strongly opposed to Option C because I feel that Interstate 10 should remain on its current alignment. Option B 
appears to be the best option of the three, as it keeps with the original route of I-10. I feel Option B is least likely to 
adversely affect our property. Although I prefer Option B, I would like Option B be changed to remove the "clover leaf" 
access. 
Please include this written communication as part of the record for the Community of Picacho Access Options in support 
of Option B specifically. Please feel free to contact me with any questions.

Hiatt, Broc C.

1223 S. Clearview 
Avenue, Ste. #103
Mesa, AZ 85209

480-222-5800 I am an owner of more than 1,400 acres surrounding the interchange of Interstate 10 and Highway 87 in Pinal County. I 
am writing to communicate that I desire that Interstate 10 remain on its current alignment as shown in Option B of the 
Community of Picacho Access Options that ADOT has been circulating. As to the alignment of I-10, I am opposed to all 
other options. In addiion, I also prefer that Highway 87 remain on its current alignment and that the clover leaf access 
shown on your proposed I-10/ Highway 87 interchange be abandoned.

LeSueur, Tyler E.

3850 E. Baseline 
Road, Ste. #114
Mesa, AZ 85206

480-892-7104 Over the last few months, I have had the opportunity to review the ADOT concept plans developed for the Interstate 10 
Corridor Study: Preferred Plan Milepost 203 to 213. I own a significant amount of  property, approximately 1,440 acres, 
which will be directly impacted by any changes made to Interstate 10 and the State Route 87 interchange. As such, I 
want to communicate the following:
Interstate 10 Alignment: I will strongly support Interstate 10 remaining on the existing alignment as shown in Option B 
of the Preferred Plan: Mile Post 203 to 213. I am strongly opposed to Option A and Option C.
State Route 87 Traffic Interchange Alignment: I am opposed to the proposed alignment and clover leaf design of the 
Highway 87 Traffic Interchange. However, I will support maintaining the existing alignment of the Highway 87 Traffic 
interchange at Interstate 10. Furthermore, I will support a Highway 87 Traffic Interchange design that does not include a 
clover leaf access design for southbound Highway 87 traffic transitioning to eastbound Interstate 10.
Please feel free to contact me with any questions or conerns.

COMMENTS RECEIVED AFTER MEETINGS
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Interstate 10 Corridor Study: Jct. I-8 to Tangerine Road

TRACS No.: H 6773 01L
Public Meeting Comment Summary

I represent the owners of approximately 1,400 acres which straddles the interchange of Interstate 10 and State Route 
87, in Eloy Arizona. I attended the ADOT open house in Eloy on Tuesday, May 15th, 2007 and was presented the 
"Community of Picacho Access Options" exhibit. 
I would also like to see the clover leaf removed from the "Option B" concept.

I have a few issues with one of the proposed configurations shown during one of the open houses for the I-10 corridor 
study. 
At the intersection of State Route 87 and I-10, ADOT is proposing a re-alignment of the I-10 freeway. This re-alignment 
will remove approximately 176 acres of industrial zoned property with rail access from the City of Eloy. As we all know, 
Pinal county needs to retain and preserve its industrial/commercial areas so it does not become a bedroom community. 
Also, the taxes generated from these uses greatly improve the cities within Pinal county.
The re-alignment of I-10 will drastically incrase the construction cost of that stretch of freeway and remove the City of 
Eloy's ability to improve the interchange of a private company to help fund the construction of the interchange. It also 
limits what can be constructed on the property on either side of I-10 until the freeway is fully improved, which could 
easiy be thirty years from now.
I have met with ADOT and DMJM and I have also voiced my concerns at open houses. I feel that there needs to be more 
discussion and interaction with the City of Eloy and the adjacent property owners before any decisions are made.
Please feel free to contact me if you would like to discuss in more detail.

1. Devastating to Local Business:  With the adoption of the other configurations, numerous ongoing viable businesses 
currently located along Sunland Gin Road will no longer be viable because of the redirection of traffic away from Sunland 
Gin. This will be very costly to the City of Eloy.
2. Importance of Sunland Gin Road: Pinal County regional planners and the City of Eloy have designated Sunland Gin 
Road as a commercial corridor. Under the configuration depicted in Exhibit B, all traffic exiting I-10 will be diverted 
eastward away from Sunland Gin Road, in direct conflict with the intent of the county and city planners. Based on 
Sunland Gin's regional significance we need to be sure to preserve its free flow of traffic headed north and south and 
make sure traffic is not diverted east or west from Sunland Gin.3. Land Planning and Economics:  If the location of Sunland Gin is proposed to be moved in such a significant location it 
will be a disincentive to anyone who was planning a project in the vicinity of this important intersection. Owners will not 
plan something along the current existing alignment knowing that it is subject to change. At the same time, however, it 
will not make sense to plan something along the future alignment as that does not currently provide access. At the end of 
the day, this entire area will stagnate to the detriment of everyone (landowners and the City) unless Exhibit C is 
embraced.
4. Railroad Crossing: The proposed redirecting of traffic to the east, possibly all the way to Overfield Road, will 
necessitate the construction of a new railroad crossing over or under the proposed arterial road, as the railroad has 
clearly indicated their intention to expand and widen their rail lines to accommodate a second rail line. This configuration 
will be especially problematic in dealing with the railroad and will cause the City many problems.5. Increased Costs Because of Needed Condemnation:  The proposed redirecting of traffic to the east will necessitate 
creation of a new arterial road leading to and from the entrance and exit ramps to I-10. This will be extremely costly as it 
will necessitate numerous eminent domain and rights-of-way purchases. Any diversion from Sunland Gin will require the 
City of Eloy to purchase new right of ways to account for these new arterial roads. This result should be avoided because 
of the dramatically increased costs to the City.
6. Commuter Traffic and Free Flow: Adoption of the other configurations will create severe traffic flow issues that can be 
completely avoided if our preferred alignment in Exhibit C is used. Commuters in the Eloy and surrounding regions use 
Sunland Gin as a commuter road to avoid traffic delays on the I-10. Any configuration other than Exhibit C would create 
multiple bottleneck situations for these commuters extending even to the north of Jimmy Kerr Boulevard and in all areas 
within several miles of Sunland Gin. Commuters should not be made to make multiple turns left and right when their only 
goal is to head north or south on this reionally significant roadway. Allowing the traffic to flow freely along Sunland Gin 
north and south, as shown in Exhibit C, will save the area commuters from adding extra miles to their dily travel and save 
them a most valued commodity - time.

If you have any questions or concerns regarding our comments on the proposed alignment of Sunland Gin Road/
I-10 interchange please give us a call. Certainly, we understand that more detailed engineering is necessary to identify 
the exact configuration, but the ultimate configuration should be as close as possible to that described herein. We hope 
you consider our comments in moving forward with the development of this interchange as it is of utmost importance to 
the future of Eloy. Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

MacDonald, Cameron 
B.

1223 S. Clearview 
Avenue, Ste #105
Mesa, AZ 85209

480-222-5870 cmacdonald@
cb-ch.com

We represent two separate landowners, each owning approximately ten acres of land near the Sunland Gin Road/I-10 
Interchange. Please accept this letter as our formal comment regarding the Interchange.
Attatched you will find Exibit A which is an enlarged depiction of the Sunland Gin interchange as shown in Alternative 1 
on the ADOT website. You will also find attatched as Exhibit B another depiction of the Sunland Gin interchange that has 
been prepared by ADOT but not yet been made public on its website.
The configuration of the interchange as shown in Exibit A is the only workable alignment for the area north of I-10. In 
contrast, the proposal in Exibit B would be devastating to existing and future plans for landowners and the City of Eloy, 
on the north side of the Interstate. Our clients believe in the importance of a free flowing and prominently placed Sunland 
Gin Road. Accordingly, attatched as Exhibit C you will find a configuration that includes the northern portion of Exibit A 
combined with the interchange. The following is a detailed analysis of the many reasons why the alignment proposed in 
Exhibit C makes the most sense for the present and future area: 

Rose, Jordan R.

6613 N. Scottsdale 
Road, Ste. #200
Scottsdale, AZ 
85250

480-505-3939 rose@
roselawgroup.
com
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Answer

Answer

Yes, there will be recommendations for Noise Barriers.  The project includes a full Noise Analysis and this will determine where noise barriers are needed.

Do not have the number at this moment, our consultant is here tonight and they will provide the number following the meeting.

We estimate that a project like this will be constructed over the next 10 to 25 years.  This is a 40 mile corridor and we are proposing total reconstruction 
of the entire corridor, that will take a lot of funding and will need to be spread over many years.  In example the reconstruction of I-10 through 

downtown Tucson is going to cost over $200 Million, and that is only for several miles, not 40 miles.  So the funding will be spread out over many years.

QUESTIONS ASKED AT THE WEDNESDAY, MAY 16, 2007, MEETING AT ESTES ELEMENTARY SCHOOL, MARANA, AZ 

This is not a final plan, and based on your input tonight we may make changes.  We have presented this plan to Pinal County and the Eloy City Council.  
We do not plan a project like this in a vacuum, we have a Technical Advisory Committee that includes all of the local jurisdictions and they have been 

involved throughout the process.We do not know where this will be planned, they are just beginning the process to plan this project.  

We plan to present the final recommendations to the State Transportation Board in the Spring or Summer of next year, their approval will make the 
recommendations final.  The funding for a project like this usually comes from the Federal Hurf Fund, these are funds provided from the Federal 

Government by collection gas taxes.This is why we are planning for new interchanges along the corridor, and improvements to the frontage roads.  If you look on the maps here in the room 
you will see several locations where new interchanges are proposed.  One of the reasons for these interchanges is to help the traffic situation during 

incidents.

This is an issue that would be handled by the Legislature, so we can't give you a definite answer, but at this time we do not see any reason why the 
speed limit would be reduced from 75 MPH.

ADOT always lowers the speed limit during construction activities, safety is more important than the delay a reduced speed limit could cause to through 
traffic.

This is why we have Public Meetings like the one tonight.  We have heard you and thank you for your comment.

Question

Is everyone in favor of moving the Sunland Gin Bridge, this will create impacts to existing businesses like mine, you do not understand 
the impacts that will be caused to businesses, and I am not in agreement with what is shown.

Are there going to be noise barriers?

How many vehicles go through the I-10/I-8 traffic interchange each day?

Where will the I-10 Bypass be located, I have heard it will go through the San Pedro Valley, that will not be a good option. 

When will final plan be approved?  Where will the funding come from for these improvements?

Will there be an HOV lane?

What will these recommendations do about waiting on the freeway during accidents?  If there is an accident on the freeway you can 
wait for several hours because there is not enough access to the frontage roads.

There is a problem with traffic and accidents between Casa Grande and Phoenix, why is this section of I-10 not included?

Concerning I-10 and specifically Marana, how much of the existing frontage road will be torn out, and how much will remain?  Will there 
be more frontage roads available to use instead of the freeway?
Will the improvements be using Rubber Pavement to reduce the noise impacts?

Is this the final design, or is there a possibility of changes?  Who has been involved in making these recommendations?

Will speed limits be reduced after the freeway is widened to 10 lanes? 

Will the speed limits be reduced during construction? Will these speed restrictions reduce the speed of truckers crossing the country and 
create economic conflicts?

How will the lanes (for the 3rd lane widening projects) be widened from Pinal Air Park north?

ADOT has a group that specializes in the environmental portion of this project, they are coordinating directly with the Federal Highway Administration.  
The environmental document for this project is approved by the FHWA, and before they approve it they will coordinate with all of the jurisdictions 

including the EPA.  We are not coordinating directly with the EPA, but the EPA will review the environmental documents associated with this project.That part of the study has not been completed at this time, but there will be a specific implementation plan included in the study.  There is a lot of 
developer activity along the corridor, and ADOT intends on some of the funding to be contributed by developers that benefit from these improvements, 

specifically the proposed interchanges.  Therefore, implementation may influenced by when developers are ready to implement the proposed 

When you complete a project like this, what office of the EPA are you coordinating with?  The Santa Cruz River is a protected watershed 
and this watershed is regulated by the San Francisco Office of the EPA, are you coordinating with that office?
How will the order that improvements will be implemented be prioritized?

In the direction of Phoenix the lane will be added on the outside, and in the direction of Tucson the lane will be added on the inside.

Yes, the locations of the future interchanges are included on the maps in the room tonight, and they are shown on the handouts.  We also have a 
website, www.i10tucsondistrict.com, where you can access the information presented tonight.

Are there any future widening plans for SR87?

Why doesn't ADOT convert I-10 to a toll road so some of the money needed for these improvements can come from tourists and the 
truckers that use the highway?

Most states, including Arizona, are looking at Toll Road options.  Historically in the Western states Toll Roads are not looked favorably upon, and this is a 
political issue that the legislature is working on.

Have all of the locations where future interchanges will be allowed been identified?

ADOT is working on a corridor study between I-8 and SR 202, and that study will make recommendations for that section of I-10.

Yes, all of the projects ADOT constructs includes Rubberized Pavement, and this project will use this type of pavement.

There are sections of the frontage roads that will remain in the same location, and sections where it will be moved, you need to look at the maps to see 
the specifics of the plan.  In the area where the UPRR is located adjacent to the frontage roads, the freeway will be moved away from the UPRR.  We 
stated that right of way would be needed from each side of the freeway, that was a general statement, in some places it will be required only on one 

Question

What is the anticipated time span for construction of these recommendations, will it be in the next 3 to 5 years? 

No, we are not proposing an HOV Lane.

There are no near term widening plans, however ADOT is currently studying that corridor and there should be some long range recommendations to 
widen that corridor.
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AnswerQuestion

When I look at Option C in Picacho, would you move the freeway with the third lane widening, or with the 5 lane widening?

The existing freeway has an 84 feet wide median and 40 feet of pavement on each side.  The proposed freeway would have 5 lanes in each direction and 
frontage roads, but the entire 500 feet of width will not be all pavement.  We suggest you look at the maps provided to determine if the proposed plan 

would require the acquisition of your home.

Today we have 300' to 350' feet of right of way, in the past we stated that we needed about 60 feet on each side, but recently we have looked at the 
detailed design, and drainage needs and determined we need a little more right of way.  Our recommendation is to have 500 feet of right of way width, 

and that means taking about 100 feet on each side.

If we go forward with Option C, we will have to evaluate if we move the freeway with the third lane widening.  Moving a freeway is expensive, and we 
may not want to do that until we reconstruct the freeway for 5 lanes.  However, we also try to avoid throw away improvements, so we need to evaluate 

the implementation.

We are constructing a third lane in each direction over the next several years, which is an interim project.  The long range improvements we are 
presenting tonight will be implemented between now and 2030.

We take our completed documents to the State Transportation Board for approval.  We have worked closely with all of the local jurisdictions and see no 
reason why the State Board would not approve the recommendations.  Following approval, funding can be programmed for these improvements and one 

of the first activities may be right of way preservation.

We will have another public meeting next spring.

Yes, ADOT continues the public outreach all through design and construction.

The actual plan for the local roadway system is up to Eloy and Casa Grande, we have coordinated with both, but at this time we do not have a detailed 
plan for the local roadway system.Expansion of Jimmie Kerr Blvd is up to the local jurisdictions, Eloy and Casa Grande.  ADOT is only planning the improvements for the interstate system.  

This plan proposes to move Sunland Gin Road, and that would be an improvement for access to Mountain View Estates, we predict that the stacking of 
trucks would not be a problem with this proposed plan.

We are working on the 3rd lane from Tucson to Phoenix, but at this point we do not have an implementation plan for the ultimate improvements.  This is 
the next step for the study, and should be discussing possible implementation at the next meetings.

Yes, ADOT uses rubberized asphalt on all projects.

ADOT will make a decision about the Picacho Area based on comments we receive tonight, and other engineering and environmental considerations.  Our 
plan is to make a decision on Options A, B or C following these meetings.

Once the project is approved, the first step ADOT anticipates to provide funding for is Right of Way acquisition.  ADOT would prefer that landowners not 
make improvements in the sections of land identified as future right of way, but it is your land and you can do what you want.  We are here tonight to 

present the recommended plan so you are aware of any future plans that may impact your property, and plan the appropriate improvements.

The reason for this study is to communicate to everyone along the corridor what the proposed plan is, and we would hope that land owners not construct 
improvements within the proposed right of way.  If a landowner is looking to do some improvements, the local jurisdiction may be able to work with the 

development plans to reserve the proposed right of way for future freeway improvements.

We are scheduled to finish our documents next spring, and expect to go to the State Board sometime next summer.

ADOT held meetings last September where the alternatives were presented, however all of the information from the previous meeting is available on the 
website.

Yes, the UPRR is double tracking the mainline within the next several years

The local roadways is the responsibility of the local jurisdictions, ADOT is only planning improvements to the Freeway corridor.

ADOT is planning to make a decision within the weeks following these meetings.

The idea of the bypass it to provide an alternative to I-10.  We do not know where it would be located at this time, ADOT is just beginning that study.  
The team that is studying the bypass is having meetings about the project in Tucson, Eloy, and Coolidge.

Yes the bypass would relieve some of the traffic projected along I-10, but the Bypass is proposed as a long range project and would most likely be 
implemented long after these improvements are completed.

What is the estimated time for state approval?

How wide is the existing freeway?  I want to determine if you need to take my house.

The Sunland Gin realignment impacts my business. Soon there will be over a million square foot distribution center. This configuration 
at Sunland Gin Road cannot handle the projected traffic flow and that will impact all of the businesses. What studies have been 
completed about the impacts to local businesses?

How much right-of-way will be taken?

Is Jimmie Kerr Boulevard to be expanded, or remain two lanes? Will this plan affect the access to Mountain View Estates?

What is the process for the entire project, including the approval and commencement?

Who is coordinating the local roadway system at Sunland Gin Road?

You stated these improvements will be completed by 2030, but you also stated something will be constructed within the next 5 years.  
What will be constructed within the next 5 years?

QUESTIONS ASKED AT THE THURSDAY, MAY 17, 2007, MEETING AT CITY OF CASA GRANDE COUNCIL CHAMBER 

What is the estimated time for the I-10/I-8 project commencement?

You are adding the 3rd lane from Tucson to Phoenix, Will ADOT implement the new frontage roads from Tangerine toward Phoenix?

We have not looked at how the corridor will be implemented yet.  That is the next step of the study, and we will have that information at the next public 
meeting.

This plan does provide access to all of the businesses.  We have met with many of the businesses along Sunland Gin Road, and we understand there are 
some concerns about what is presented.  We are here tonight to obtain any comments you have about this plan.  We have worked closely with Eloy, 

Casa Grande and all of the other jurisdictions on these recommendations.

Will there be rubberized asphalt?

Will there be meetings like this with the community after the implementation of the plan begins?

What do you recommend landowners desiring to complete improvements on their land do if you are identifying it as proposed right-of-
way?
Once the plan is approved, what is the anticipated time for the commencement of the budget process?  Does ADOT expect me to do 
nothing with my land until they are ready to purchase it?

When can the next meeting be expected?

When will the water improvement district know which of the three options in Picacho will impact us?

At what point will Option A, B or C in Picacho be designated?

Will there be any changes to the local (neighborhood) infrastructure?

Why doesn't the newsletter or the information displayed at this meeting show all of the alternatives considered?

Is this project at all related to the bypass proposal around Tucson, would the bypass relieve the predicted congestion?

Where is the bypass proposed, and how would it join or connect to I-10?

Will the railroad be widened along Jimmie Kerr Blvd?
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Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) 
Interstate 10 Corridor Study: Jct. I-8 to Tangerine Road 

Project No.: H 6773 01L 
Picacho Neighborhood Meeting Summary 

 
Objective 
• To show the recommended alignment of I-10 through the Picacho area 
• To give the status of the interim widening projects 
• Obtain public input on recommendations presented 

 
Date/Time/Location 
• Thursday, Aug. 21, 2008 
• 5 p.m. – 7 p.m., with a presentation at 5:30 p.m, followed by a question-and-answer session 
• Picacho Elementary School, 17865 S. Vail  

 
Public Notification 
• Monday, July 28, 2008 

o City of Eloy Council presentation 
• Friday, Aug. 1, 2008 

o Government official notification letter e-mailed 
• Week of Aug. 4, 2008 

o News release distributed 
o Invitation letter distributed to Picacho post office (follow up phone call to PO to ensure 

delivery) 
• Week of Aug. 11, 2008 

o Flier posted in public places 
 
Team Attendance 
• ADOT: Tangella Diaz, Pete Mayne, Barbara Pursell, Linda Ritter, Karen Whitlock, Steve Wilson, 

Victor Yang 
• Federal Highway Administration (FHWA): Tom Deitering 
• DMJM Harris: Ken Cole, Mike Kies, Felipe Ladron, Adam Miller, Doug Smith 
• Gordley Design Group: Angie Brown, Jan Gordley, Susan Parcells 

 
Public Attendance (see attached sign-in sheets) 
• Approximately 70 people attended 

 
Displays 
• Options A, B and C previously shown at May 2007 open houses 
• Map of recommended alignment 
• Advantages of recommended alignment 
 

Materials 
• Handout, including recommended alternative with its advantages, along with the project and public 

process 
• Comment form 
• Question card 
• Sign-in sheets 

 
Presentation 
• Introductory remarks – Linda Ritter 
• PowerPoint presentation – Mike Kies 
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Question-and-Answer Session 
• Linda Ritter read questions submitted on question cards and the team answered 

o When will property owners need to evacuate their properties? 
o When will we have to start moving and how long do we have to move out? (Been here 30 

years.) 
o When will we know before we sell out? My mother just passed away and I have been left 

more than I can take care of. 
o Some of us are up in age (over 65) and to wait two or three years more, we will be to old to 

move. Any chance you can acquire the land as soon as you decide on A, B or C? 
o I want to know more about land loss/swap. 
o What is the estimated time and date of the start for the Picacho section? 
o Why not put the interstate north of the railroad and leave the homes alone? 
o How do we get our kids to the school, which is north of the tracks? 
o An overpass over I-10 and the railroad tracks needs to be in place for first responders. 

Primary fire protection comes from south of Picacho, and the school is on the north side of 
I-10 and the railroad. 

o Will this new freeway affect our water system (tank and well)? 
o Do we have to drink Eloy water until you get our well done? 
o Will the interchange improvements for State Route (SR) 87 be constructed along with the 

widening of I-10 if the preferred alternative is selected? 
o Will the north right-of-way of I-10 be contiguous with the south right-of-way of the railroad? 
o Is this funded? 

 
Public Comments (see attached comment summary) 
• Seven comments were received at the public meeting 

o Four were in favor of the recommended alternative 
o One said he would not be impacted, and that you can’t stop progress 
o One wanted additional information about water supply and school access 
o One did not like the recommended alternative, due to school access and the 

inconvenience of having to drive further to access north of the interstate and railroad 
• Two comments were received after the meeting 

o One owns 1,600 acres of land between the Picacho and Sunshine Boulevard exits and is 
building a theme park and film studio; he wanted detailed information about the plans. He 
is in favor of the recommendation, but his projects will be completed prior to construction. 

o One was did not like the recommended alternative, due to school access. 
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Intermodal Transportation Division 

206 South Seventeenth Avenue     Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3213 
 

Janet Napolitano 
Governor 

Victor M. Mendez 
Director 

 

 
Aug. 5, 2008 

Floyd Roehrich Jr. 
Acting State Engineer 

Dear Government Official: 
 
The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) and Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) are 
preparing a corridor study of Interstate 10, from milepost (MP) 196 just north of its junction with 
Interstate 8 in Casa Grande, to MP 240 at Tangerine Road in Marana. The goal of the study is to 
establish a plan to guide the development of I-10 through the year 2030. 
 
ADOT and FHWA will be holding a neighborhood meeting to provide information regarding alignment 
of Interstate 10 through the Picacho area (MP 210 to MP 213) and to request input from area residents, 
businesses and stakeholders.  
 
In May of 2007, three alternatives for the alignment of Interstate 10 through the Picacho area were 
presented at public meetings held throughout the corridor, and comments from the public were received 
for review and consideration. More information about these alternatives may be found on the project 
Web site (www.i10tucsondistrict.com). After further study, discussion and input, the project team is 
recommending a preferred alternative, which will be presented at this neighborhood meeting. 
 
Aug. 21, 2008 
5 – 7 p.m., presentation at 5:30 p.m. followed by question-and-answer session 
Picacho Elementary School 
17865 S. Vail Road 
Picacho, AZ 85241 
 
The public may stop by at any time between 5 and 7 p.m. A presentation will be given at 5:30, followed 
by questions and answers. Maps and displays will be available for viewing before and after the 
presentation. The public will be encouraged to fill out and submit comment forms. Representatives from 
ADOT and the study team will be present to answer questions and address concerns about the study. 
 
The meetings will be advertised through a postcard invitation mailed to approximately 400 residents, 
property owners, business owners and other interested parties in the Picacho area, in addition to fliers 
posted in the area and a news release sent to area media. Information about the project and meetings will 
be posted on the project Web site at www.i10tucsondistrict.com. 
 
We invite you to participate in the neighborhood meeting and public participation process. ADOT is 
committed to working with the public and governmental representatives to develop the long-range plan 
for I-10. 
 
Sincerely, 
Victor Yang 
ADOT Predesign Project Manager 
(602) 712-8715 
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The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) and Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA) are preparing a corridor study of Interstate 10, from milepost (MP) 196 just north 
of its junction with Interstate 8 in Casa Grande, to MP 240 at Tangerine Road in Marana. 
ADOT and FHWA would like to invite you to attend a neighborhood meeting regarding the 
alignment of Interstate 10 through the Picacho area (MP 210 to MP 213) and request input 
from area residents, businesses and stakeholders. 
In May of 2007, three alternatives for the alignment of Interstate 10 through the Picacho 
area were presented at public meetings held throughout the corridor, and comments from 
the public were received for review and consideration. After further study, discussion and 
input, the project team is recommending a preferred alternative, which will be presented at 
this neighborhood meeting.

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) and Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA) are preparing a corridor study of Interstate 10, from milepost (MP) 196 just north 
of its junction with Interstate 8 in Casa Grande, to MP 240 at Tangerine Road in Marana. 
ADOT and FHWA would like to invite you to attend a neighborhood meeting regarding the 
alignment of Interstate 10 through the Picacho area (MP 210 to MP 213) and request input 
from area residents, businesses and stakeholders. 
In May of 2007, three alternatives for the alignment of Interstate 10 through the Picacho 
area were presented at public meetings held throughout the corridor, and comments from 
the public were received for review and consideration. After further study, discussion and 
input, the project team is recommending a preferred alternative, which will be presented at 
this neighborhood meeting.

NEIGHBORHOOD 
Meeting

You’re Invited!

NEIGHBORHOOD 
Meeting

You’re Invited!

Aug. 21, 2008
5 – 7 p.m. with a presentation at 5:30 p.m. 
Followed by a question-and-answer session

Picacho Elementary School
17865 S. Vail Road, Picacho, AZ 85241

Aug. 21, 2008
5 – 7 p.m. with a presentation at 5:30 p.m. 
Followed by a question-and-answer session

Picacho Elementary School
17865 S. Vail Road, Picacho, AZ 85241
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Interstate 10 Corridor Study:
Jct. I-8 to Tangerine Road

Interstate 10 Corridor Study:
Jct. I-8 to Tangerine Road

You may stop by at any time between 5 and 7 p.m. A presentation will be given at 5:30 
p.m. Representatives from ADOT and the project team will present displays, provide 
general project information, answer questions and collect feedback.
For additional information about the neighborhood meeting, or to submit written 
comments, please contact ADOT care of Angie Brown at Gordley Design Group at angie@
gordleydesign.com, phone: (520) 327-6077 or fax: (520) 327-4687. Information may 
also be found by visiting the project Web site at www.i10tucsondistrict.com.
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA): Persons with a disability may request reasonable 
accommodations, such as a sign language interpreter, by contacting Angie Brown at 
angie@gordleydesign.com or (520) 327-6077. Requests should be made as soon as 
possible to allow time to arrange the accommodations.

You may stop by at any time between 5 and 7 p.m. A presentation will be given at 5:30 
p.m. Representatives from ADOT and the project team will present displays, provide 
general project information, answer questions and collect feedback.
For additional information about the neighborhood meeting, or to submit written 
comments, please contact ADOT care of Angie Brown at Gordley Design Group at angie@
gordleydesign.com, phone: (520) 327-6077 or fax: (520) 327-4687. Information may 
also be found by visiting the project Web site at www.i10tucsondistrict.com.
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA): Persons with a disability may request reasonable 
accommodations, such as a sign language interpreter, by contacting Angie Brown at 
angie@gordleydesign.com or (520) 327-6077. Requests should be made as soon as 
possible to allow time to arrange the accommodations.

Si le gustaria recibir informacíon en español, favor de comunicarse con 
Arizeder Urreiztieta al (520) 327-6077. Gracias.

Si le gustaria recibir informacíon en español, favor de comunicarse con 
Arizeder Urreiztieta al (520) 327-6077. Gracias.

ADOT Tucson District Engineer 
Greg Gentsch

ADOT Tucson District Engineer 
Greg Gentsch
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Project No. 10PN199H6773OIL

ADOT Predesign Project Manager  
Victor Yang

ADOT Predesign Project Manager  
Victor Yang

ADOT Acting State Engineer 
Floyd Roehrich

ADOT Acting State Engineer 
Floyd RoehrichF-46
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Save the Date!
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ADOT Communication and Community Partnerships • 206 South 17th Avenue • Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

 

Arizona 

Department of 
Transportation                     NEWS   

 
 
 

For Immediate Release 
Contact:  

ADOT Media Relations 
Phone: (800) 949-8057  

 
The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) and Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) are 
preparing a corridor study of Interstate 10, from milepost (MP) 196 just north of its junction with 
Interstate 8 in Casa Grande, to MP 240 at Tangerine Road in Marana. The goal of the study is to 
establish a plan to guide the development of I-10 through the year 2030. 
 
ADOT and FHWA would like to invite the public to a neighborhood meeting regarding the alignment of 
Interstate 10 through the Picacho area (MP 210 to MP 213) and request input from area residents, 
businesses and stakeholders.  
 
In May of 2007, three alternatives for the alignment of Interstate 10 through the Picacho area were 
presented at public meetings held throughout the corridor, and comments from the public were received 
for review and consideration. More information about these alternatives may be found on the project 
Web site (www.i10tucsondistrict.com). After further study, discussion and input, the project team is 
recommending a preferred alternative, which will be presented at this neighborhood meeting. 
 
Aug. 21, 2008 
5 – 7 p.m., presentation at 5:30 p.m. followed by question-and-answer session 
Picacho Elementary School 
17865 S. Vail Road 
Picacho, AZ 85241 
 
The public may stop by at any time between 5 and 7 p.m. A presentation will be given at 5:30 p.m. 
Representatives from ADOT and the project team will present displays, provide general project 
information, answer questions and collect feedback. 
 
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA): Persons with a disability may request reasonable 
accommodations, such as a sign language interpreter, by contacting ADOT, care of Angie Brown at 
Gordley Design Group angie@gordleydesign.com, phone: (520) 327-6077 or fax: (520) 327-4687. 
Requests should be made as soon as possible to allow time to arrange the accommodations. 
 
For additional information about the neighborhood meeting, or to submit written comments, please 
contact Angie Brown with Gordley Design Group at angie@gordleydesign.com or (520) 327-6077. 
Information may also be found by visiting the project Web site at www.i10tucsondistrict.com. 
 

### 
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The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) and 

Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) are preparing 

a corridor study of Interstate 10, from milepost (MP) 196 

just north of its junction with Interstate 8 in Casa Grande, 

to MP 240 at Tangerine Road in Marana. ADOT and 

FHWA would like to invite you to attend a neighborhood 

meeting regarding the alignment of Interstate 10 through 

the Picacho area (MP 210 to MP 213) and request input 

from area residents, businesses and stakeholders. 

In May of 2007, three alternatives for the alignment of 

Interstate 10 through the Picacho area were presented 

at public meetings held throughout the corridor, and 

comments from the public were received for review and consideration. After further study, discussion and input, the project team 

is recommending a preferred alternative, which will be presented at this neighborhood meeting.

You may stop by at any time between 5 and 7 p.m. A presentation will be given at 5:30 p.m. Representatives from ADOT and the 

project team will present displays, provide general project information, answer questions and collect feedback.

For additional information about the neighborhood meeting, or to submit written comments, please contact ADOT care of 

Angie Brown at Gordley Design Group at angie@gordleydesign.com, phone: (520) 327-6077 or fax: (520) 327-4687. Information 

may also be found by visiting the project Web site at www.i10tucsondistrict.com.

Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA): Persons with a 

disability may request reasonable accommodations, such 

as a sign language interpreter, by contacting Angie Brown 

at angie@gordleydesign.com or (520) 327-6077. Requests 

should be made as soon as possible to allow time to arrange 

the accommodations.

NEIGHBORHOOD Meeting
You’re Invited!

Aug. 21, 2008
5 – 7 p.m. with a presentation at 5:30 p.m. 

Followed by a question-and-answer session
Picacho Elementary School

17865 S. Vail Road
Picacho, AZ 85241
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Si le gustaria recibir informacíon en español, favor de comunicarse  
con Arizeder Urreiztieta al (520) 327-6077. Gracias.

ADOT Tucson District Engineer 
Greg Gentsch

Project No. 10PN199H6773OIL

ADOT Predesign Project Manager  
Victor Yang

ADOT Acting State Engineer 
Floyd Roehrich
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Name Address Phone E-mail Join 
list?

What do you like most about the 
recommended alternative?

What do you like least about the 
recommended alternative?

General Comments How did you hear 
about this meeting?

Anonymous No access way to the school and 
having to drive all around to State 
Route (SR) 87.

I don't understand: 
everything was planned and 
thought out so well 
(supposedly). Why didn't 
anyone think about the 
access from one side of town 
to the other? Very 
inconvenient for residents 
(don't understand)!

Belkin, Ben 4800 N. 
Scottsdale Rd.
Scottsdale, AZ
85251

(602)
264-1298

bbelkin@
waltondm.com

yes The fact the SR 87 interchange 
will be constructed along with the 
Alternative C improvements.

There should be an 
interchange on I-10 at 
Battaglia Drive.

I was present for the 
presentation to the 
Eloy City Council.

Calkins, Mark 6275 Camino 
Adelante
Picacho, AZ 85241

(520)
466-7772

Maybe, by chance, it would help 
Picacho prosper in some way or 
another. It could not hurt 
anything.

Good luck. By all in Picacho, and 
then some.

Garza, Abel Picacho, AZ 85241 (520) 
466-7748

abel.garza2@
usps.gov

yes Well and water supply to the 
community of Picacho - outdated 
system needs constant care. How 
do we access the well and pump?

-Abel Garza, Vice President 
Picacho Water Incorporated

Picacho School access - with the 
new freeway, how will our 
children/parents/buses have access 
to the school? Many kids walk to 
school, crossing the tracks. What 
will happen if kids try to cross the 
freeway?

-Abel Garza, Board Member
Picacho School

Post office.

Ibarra, Raul Well, to be honest, I can not see 
anything that I could say I like.

What I don't like is the fact that we 
are going to be left at a very bad 
inconvenience. It will be hard to get 
across from the south side of 
Picacho to the north side, or the 
school side. It would be nice if we 
could get a overpass at Picacho 
Road that would get us to the 
school easier.

I know that these kind of 
changes are inevitable and of 
great importance. I am one 
of many that will have to 
move and relocate. I am the 
pastor of the church in 
Picacho. The church will have 
to be relocated. We 
understand When it comes to 
moving and so on, but as 
long as our little community 
is not inconvenienced in 
getting to and from the 
school. 

Arizona Department of Transportation
Interstate 10 Corridor Study: Jct. I-8 to Tangerine Road

Project No.: 10PN199H677301L
Neighborhood Meeting - Aug. 21, 2008

Comment and Question Summary

COMMENTS SUBMITTED

F-57



Name Address Phone E-mail Join 
list?

What do you like most about the 
recommended alternative?

What do you like least about the 
recommended alternative?

General Comments How did you hear 
about this meeting?

Arizona Department of Transportation
Interstate 10 Corridor Study: Jct. I-8 to Tangerine Road

Project No.: 10PN199H677301L
Neighborhood Meeting - Aug. 21, 2008

Comment and Question Summary

Ramos, Larry PO Box 152
Picacho, AZ 85241

(520)
840-3231

larry.j.ramos@m
onsanto.com

yes No more accidents at curves on I-
10 now. I've seen so many 
accidents. I live at 5920 
Eisenhower Road. I've seen 
families die on this old freeway - 
we need a change.

We need a change. It's about time. Families have 
died on this curve.

Post office.

Raiz, Jesus B. PO Box 276
Picacho, AZ 85241

(520)
466-3244

yes If Option C is approved, 5800 and 
5900 Eisenhower Street, it may 
not impact these two properties.

Options A, B and C wipes me out. 
This impacts 6300 Camino Adelante 
and 6370 Camino Adelante.

You can't stop progress. Post office.

Skoubis PO Box 158
Picacho, AZ 85241

(520)
280-1077

geskoubis@
mac.com

yes It would eliminate accidents at the 
westbound off-ramp.

I'm in favor of this option. Mailing.

Will the north right-of-way of I-10 be contiguous with the south right-of-
way of the railroad?

Is this funded?

When will property owners need to evacuate their properties?

When will we have to start moving and how long do we have to move 
out? (Been here 30 years.)

When will we know before we sell out? My mother just passed away and 
I have been left more than I can take care of.

Some of us are up in age (over 65) and to wait two or three years 
more, we will be too old to move. Any chance you can acquire the land 
as soon as you decide on A, B or C?
I want to know more about land loss/swap.

What is the estimated time and date of the start for the Picacho 
section?

How do we get our kids to the school, which is north of the tracks?

Will this new freeway affect our water system (tank and well)?

Do we have to drink Eloy water until you get our well done?

Why not put the interstate north of the railroad and leave the homes 
alone?

Will the interchange improvements for SR 87 be constructed along with 
the widening of I-10 if the preferred alternative is selected?

QUESTIONS SUBMITTED AT THE MEETING

An overpass over I-10 and the railroad tracks needs to be in place for 
first responders. Primary fire protection comes from south of Picacho, 
and the school is on the north side of I-10 and the railroad.
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Intermodal Transportation Division 

206 South Seventeenth Avenue     Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3213 
 

Janet Napolitano 
Governor 

Victor M. Mendez 
Director 

 

 
Oct. 15, 2008 

Floyd Roehrich Jr. 
State Engineer 

 

Dear Stakeholder, 

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) and Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) held 

a public meeting on Aug. 21, 2008, at the Picacho Elementary School. The meeting was in regard to the 

recommended alignment of Interstate 10 through the community of Picacho as part of the corridor study 

of I-10, from milepost (MP) 196 just north of its junction with Interstate 8 in Casa Grande, to MP 240 at 

Tangerine Road in Marana.  

 

The goal of the meeting was to provide information to and collect input from area residents, businesses 

and stakeholders regarding the preferred alternative, which would realign the freeway along the Union 

Pacific Railroad within the community of Picacho. We had a great turnout, and would like to thank 

everyone who came and participated. 

 

We received a number of questions and comments regarding the preferred alternative through the 

community of Picacho, including right-of-way concerns, school access concerns and more. Please 

read the attached Frequently Asked Questions (FAQ) document for responses to these concerns. 

 

To view the preferred alternative in greater detail, please visit www.i10tucsondistrict.com. For 

additional questions, please contact the project team: 

• Linda Ritter, ADOT Communications Liasion, (520) 388-4266, lritter@azdot.gov 

• Michael Kies, Consultant Project Manager, (602) 337-2595, michael.kies@dmjmharris.com 

• Angie Brown, Public Involvement Specialist, (520) 327-6077, angie@gordleydesign.com 

For more information regarding right-of-way and acquisition concerns, please contact: 

• Peter Mayne, ADOT Right-of-Way Agent, (602) 712-8738, pmayne@azdot.gov 

 
Sincerely, 
Victor Yang 
ADOT Predesign Project Manager 
(602) 712-8715, vyang@azdot.gov 
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Arizona Department of Transportation 
I-10 Corridor Study: Jct. I-8 to Tangerine Road 

 
Realignment of I-10 through Picacho Community 

Fact Sheet and Frequently Asked Questions  
 

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) presented a preferred alternative for the realignment 
of Interstate 10 through the community of Picacho at a public meeting held on Aug. 21, 2008, as part of 
the I-10 Corridor Study: Jct. I-8 to Tangerine Road. To view details about the realignment, including 
maps, please visit www.i10tucsondistrict.com.  
 
The advantages of the preferred realignment of I-10 through Picacho include: 

• Reducing the number of freeway curves and improving traffic movement along I-10. 
• Removing existing embankment to improve the visual aspects of the freeway. 
• Relocating the freeway along the railroad mainline, consolidating a major freeway and major 

railroad into one corridor. 
• Reduction of noise levels in areas of Picacho located south of the freeway. 
• The realignment will be constructed as a separate project from the I-10 Corridor Study.  
• Reconstruction of the State Route (SR) 87 interchange could be scheduled with the freeway 

realignment. 
 
Frequently asked questions include: 

• Will the freeway realignment affect our water supply? 
o No, the realignment of the freeway will not affect the Picacho water well.  

• How will the freeway realignment affect how our children get to school? 
o The project team contacted Picacho Elementary School to discuss the possible impacts of 

the freeway alignment. The team learned that the school provides bus service to all 
children in the Picacho area, and prefers that students take the bus, due to concern for 
children crossing the railroad tracks. To access the school, the current school bus route 
serving Picacho will need to be rerouted to travel on SR 87, Milligan Road and Vail 
Road.  It is anticipated that this would add a few minutes to the travel time, and school 
officials do not have concerns with rerouting the bus. Coordination with the school will 
continue through design and construction of the realignment. 

• How will the freeway realignment affect access for emergency service providers to our 
community? 

o The project team contacted the area’s emergency service providers to discuss the possible 
impacts of the freeway realignment, and learned that the realignment would not 
negatively impact response times for emergency situations. Coordination with emergency 
service providers will continue through design and construction of the realignment. 

• What are the timeframes and funding availability for the realignment and SR 87 improvements? 
o Funding for the realignment and widening of I-10 to three lanes in each direction from 

SR 87 to Picacho Peak Boulevard has been confirmed. The project could begin 
construction in 2010. 

• What is the right-of-way and acquisition process and when will affected properties be 
purchased? 

o For all right-of-way and acquisition questions, please contact Peter Mayne, ADOT Right-
of-Way Agent, at pmayne@azdot.gov or (602) 712-8738. 
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Draft Environmental Assessment September 2010 
I-10 Corridor Study: Jct I-8 to Tangerine Road,  G-1  
Casa Grande – Tucson Highway 

APPENDIX G  
AGENCY COORDINATION 

This appendix contains copies of correspondence related to ongoing coordination and 
consultation with federal and state agencies and local governments related to the proposed 
project.  The correspondence is arranged chronologically by topic.  The following provides a 
guide to where specific related topics begin. 
 
Agency Scoping ........................................................................................................................ G-3 
Cultural Resources (Section 106) ........................................................................................... G-18 
Threatened and Endangered Species (Section 107) .............................................................. G-97 
Picacho Peak State Park (Section 4(f)) ................................................................................ G-107 
Sole Source Aquifer .............................................................................................................. G-113 
Picacho Water Improvement Corporation ............................................................................. G-116 
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From: Curtis.Jamelya@epamail.epa.gov [mailto:Curtis.Jamelya@epamail.epa.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, September 09, 2009 4:24 PM
To: maryfrye@dot.gov; Dee Phan
Subject: SSA review request: NH-010-D(ASM), I-10 Corridor Study

Good Afternoon:
Thanks for your notifying EPA of the FHWA and AZDOT planned 41-mile project corridor study of
Interstate 10 between mileposts 196 and 240 in Arizona.  Your August 13, 2009 letter requests EPA
concurrence that the proposed project will not impact the Upper Santa Cruz and Avra Basin sole source
aquifer.  Based on the information you provided, it seems as if the aquifer will not be negatively impacted
and no significant public health affects have been identified.  Please continue to keep EPA informed as
the project progresses.

Jamelya Curtis
Ground Water Office
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region IX
75 Hawthorne Street (WTR-9)
San Francisco, CA 94105-3901

phone:  415.972.3529
fax:  415.947.3549
email:  curtis.jamelya@epa.gov

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the person(s)/entity(ies)
named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you
are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.
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APPENDIX H  
GLOSSARY 
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A-Weighted Decibel (dBA):  Sound levels are measured on three weighted scales: A, B, and 
C. The A scale most closely represents the range of human hearing; therefore, measurements 
of roadway noise use the A-weighted decibel.  The approximately threshold of hearing is 0 dBA, 
while the approximately threshold of pain is 140 dBA.  Most suburban areas have daytime noise 
levels ranging from 50 to 70 dBA. 
 
CANAMEX - The CANAMEX Trade Corridor is a priority route traversing Arizona, Nevada, 
Utah, Idaho, and Montana, linking to the Canadian province of Alberta and to the Mexican 
states of Sonora, Sinaloa, Nayarit, and Jalisco.  In central Arizona, the Corridor is to follow I-10 
from Tucson to I-8 near Casa Grande, I-8 west to SR 85 near Gila Bend, SR 95 north to I-10 
near buckeye, I-10 west to Wickenburg Road, and Wickenburg Road to Vulture Mine Road west 
of Wickenburg, and then connect with the US 93/US 60 Wickenburg Bypass. 
 
Carbon Monoxide (CO) – A colorless, odorless gas resulting from the incomplete combustion 
of carbon-based fuels, including petroleum products.  In most areas, vehicle emissions are the 
primary source of carbon monoxide. 
 
Collector/Distributor Roads- Often abbreviated C/D Road, is a one-way road next to a 
freeway that is used for some of the ramp movements that would otherwise merge into or split 
from the main lanes of the freeway.  The purpose of a C/D road system is to eliminate weaving 
and reduce the number of ingress and egress points on the through roadways while satisfying 
the demand for access to and from a freeway.  
 
Contractor – Is a group or individual contracted to conduct work for government agencies.  The 
responsibilities of a contractor working on a roadway contract are the supplying of all material, 
labor, equipment (engineering vehicles and tools) and services necessary for the construction of 
the project. 
 
Criterion A – Cultural resources may qualify for listing in the National Register of Historic 
Places under this criterion if they are associated with events that made a significant contribution 
to the broad patterns of our history. 
 
Criterion B – Cultural resources may qualify for listing in the National Register of Historic 
Places under this criterion if they are associated with the lives of persons significant to our past. 
 
Criterion C – Cultural resources may qualify for listing in the National Register of Historic 
Places under this criterion if they embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or 
method of construction; or represent the work of a master; or possess high artistic values; or 
represent a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual 
distinction. 
 
Criterion D – Cultural resources may qualify for listing in the National Register of Historic 
Places under this criterion if they have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in 
prehistory or history.  Unless preservation in place is warranted, Criterion D cultural resources 
sites generally do not qualify for protection under Section 4(f) of the federal Department of 
Transportation Act of 1966, as amended. 
 
Cumulative Impact – The impact on the environment that results from the incremental impact 
of an action when added to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions, 
regardless of what agency (federal or nonfederal) or person undertakes such other actions.  
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Cumulative impacts can result from individually minor but collectively significant actions taking 
place over a period of time. 
 
Design Concept Report (DCR) – The purpose of a Design Concept Report (DCR) is to 
document a design concept study that develops a long-range plan for a highway corridor.  The 
DCR will provide guidance for future decisions regarding the ultimate improvements required to 
meet future traffic demands along a section of highway. 
 
Design Speed – Is the maximum speed at which a motor vehicle can be operated safely on that 
road when conditions are so favorable that the design features of the highway govern. 
 
Directional Ramps – A ramp associated with high speed exits, typically between two freeways, 
which provides a direct connection between two highways without the interruption of at grade 
intersections. 
 
Floodplain – A lowland and relatively flat area that adjoins inland and coastal waters and is 
covered with water during floods. 
 
Grade Separation – Is the process of aligning two roadways at different heights (grades) so 
that they will not disrupt the traffic flow on each other where they cross.  Bridges, tunnels, or a 
combination of both can be built at the junction to achieve the needed grade separation.  
 
Horizontal Curves – Provides a transition between two tangent strips of roadway, allowing a 
vehicle to negotiate a turn at a gradual rate rather than a sharp cut. The design of the curve is 
dependent on the intended design speed for the roadway, as well as other factors, including 
drainage and friction. These curves are semicircles, to provide the driver with a constant turning 
rate, with radii determined by the laws of physics surrounding centripetal force.  
 
Level of Service (LOS) – The operating performance of a freeway segment or intersection.  
Level of service is a qualitative description of operation based on the degree of delay and 
maneuverability, ranging from LOS A (best traffic conditions) to LOS F (worst traffic conditions). 
 
Milepost (MP) – A series of numbered markers placed along a road or highway at regular 1- 
mile intervals.  Mileposts are constructed to indicate either distance traveled or remaining 
distance to a destination.  The term is sometimes used to denote a location on a road even if no 
physical sign is present, and is useful for accident reporting or other recordkeeping. 
 
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) – The official Federal list of districts, sites, 
buildings, structures, and objects significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, 
engineering, and culture. Properties eligible for listing in the National Register contribute to an 
understanding of the historical and cultural foundations of the nation. The National Register 
includes all prehistoric and historic properties within the National Park Service system, National 
Historic Landmarks, and properties significant in national, state, or local prehistory and history. 
 
Non-attainment – Any area that does not meet or that contributes to ambient air quality in a 
nearby area that does not meet the national primary or secondary ambient air quality standard 
for the pollutant. 
 
Noise Barrier – A solid wall or earthen berm that breaks the line-of-sight between the roadway 
and noise receiver location, reducing the noise level at the receiver. 
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Coarse Particulate Matter (PM10)– This pollutant, measuring 10 microns or less in diameter, 
consists of suspended dust, fibers, combustion ash, and other fine particles.  The major source 
is industrial emissions, but PM10 also results from diesel vehicle emissions, travel on unpaved 
roadways, and agricultural and construction activities.  
 
Right-of-Way – A parcel of land that the public at large has a legal right to traverse in some 
specified manner.  A right-of-way is a strip of land granted to a public agency for a rail line, 
highway, or other transportation facility that permits the public to travel over it.  
 
Rubberized Asphalt – This material consists of regular asphalt paving mixed with ground-up, 
used tires.  Rubberized asphalt is generally smoother, helping reduce tire noise. 
 
Secondary Impact – A change that is caused by an action and is later in time or farther 
removed in distance, but is still reasonably foreseeable.  Secondary impacts may include 
growth-inducing effects and other effects related to induced changes in the pattern of land use, 
population density or growth rate, and the related effects on air, water, and other natural 
systems, including ecosystems. 
 
Superelevation – The superelevation of a roadway, sometimes referred to as cross slope or 
camber, is the inclination of the bed of a banked road or railroad.  A superelevation that is not 
zero results in a banked turn, allowing vehicles to traverse the turn at higher speeds than would 
otherwise be possible. 
 
Temporary Construction Easement (TCE) – An area of land located outside the established 
right-of-way that will be required for use by the contractor during construction of a roadway 
project.  Once the project is complete, any rights of entry to the easement will be revoked and 
the property returned to its original condition before construction began. 
 
Traffic Interchange – In the field of roadway design, a traffic interchange is a road junction that 
utilizes a grade separation and one or more ramps to permit traffic on at least one roadway to 
pass through the junction without crossing any other traffic stream.  Typically a traffic 
interchange provides enough ramps to provide access from any direction of any road in the 
junction to any direction of the other road. 
 
Transcontinental Highway – A transcontinental highway is a highway that crosses a continent 
from coast to coast.  Terminals are at, or connected to, different oceans. Interstate 10 crosses 
the North American continent from the Pacific Ocean to the Atlantic Ocean. 
 
Transportation corridor – A tract of land in which at least one main line for transport, be it 
road, rail, or canal, has been built.  Often new transport lines are built alongside existing ones to 
minimize the area affected by pollution. 
 
Underpass – A passage, road, etc. running under something; esp., a passageway for vehicles 
or pedestrians that runs under a railway or highway. 
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